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Ghe Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, SEPTEMBER 28, 1867. 
<i 


WE EXTRACT from the Birmingham Daily Post a para- 
graph which, if it contains a true report of a judicial 
utterance, is certainly a very remarkable exposition of a 
county court judge’s views on the subject of advocacy:— 
“The judge of the Shropshire County Court, Mr. J. W. 
Smith,” it is stated, “ has just defined the duties of solici- 
tors in county courts practice. At the sitting of the 
Wellington Court, held on Saturday, he took occasion to 
observe that there were certain professional gentlemen 
appearing before him who took up the time of the Court 
by asking unnecessary questions of the witnesses. He 
permitted many such questions for the sake of getting to 
the truth, but there must be a limit to the indulgence. 
The duty of a solicitor in conducting his case was not 
to examine or cross-examine witnesses, but to address the 
Court. The solicitors present were taken apparently by 
surprise, but no reply was made to Mr. Smith’s 
opinion,” 

We cannot wonder that the solicitors present “were 
taken by surprise.” If Mr. Smith should insist upon the 
novel rule which he is here represented as having laid 
down, the solicitors who practise in his Court will of 
course vindicate their right to exercise all the func- 
tions of the advocate. Undoubtedly a solicitor con- 
ducting a case in a county court has the same right 
to examine or cross-examine a witness as a barrister 
appearing in one of the superior courts, and it is in 
the same degree his duty to do so where he conceives 
it will conduce to his client’s success. Surely the case 
referred to by our contemporary must have been mis- 
interpreted: it is charitable to suppose so. 








ANOTHER PEEP has recently been afforded into the 
nature of “ Debt Recovery Associations,” and such like 
institutions, if we may use the word, for a constant suc- 
cession of them appears to be springing up. 

Upon Tuesday last, Mr. F. H. Lewis, of the Home 
Circuit, attended before Mr. Flowers, at Bow-street, to 
make a statement in reference to an “ association ” 
which it appears has its place of “business” near the 
Police-court. The secretary of this “ association,” who 
was “always to be consulted,” was described as “ Mr. 
Lewis, barrister-at-law, special pleader, member of the 
Home Circuit, Middlesex Sessions, and Central Criminal 
Court twelve years.” Now this notice does not state the 
Mr, Lewis alluded to to be now a barrister, member of the 
Home Circuit, &c.; but Mr, F. H. Lewis felt naturally 
desirous to avoid all chance of his being taken for the 
Mr. Lewis so advertised, there being at present no 
other Mr, Lewis on the Home Circuit. There was, in- 
deed, as Mr, F. H. Lewis remarked, a Mr. Charles Wray 
Lewis, who formerly practised at the Central Criminal 
bats That individual, however, is no longer a bar- 
Tis . 


AMONG OTHER statutory branches of law, which have 
of late received considerable elucidation and exposition 
by means of recent decisions, is that relating to Solici- 





tor’s Bills of Costs, as derived from the provisions of the 
statute 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73. There is a point connected 
with this subject which does not appear to have engrossed 
much attention, and to which, therefore, at this quiet 
season of the year, when no courts are sitting to furnish 
us with matter for weekly comment, we may legitimately 
call the readers attention. It is stated in Daniel's Chan- 
cery Practice, and, we believe elsewhere, that the de- 
livery of a Solicitor’s Bill of Costs may be compelled by 
any person chargeable with, or who is liable to pay, or 
is interested in the payment of the bill, In the first two 

cases this statement is true, with respect to the third its 
accuracy is questionable. The 39th section empowers 
the Lord Chancellor, or the Master of jthe Rolls, where 
a trustee, executor or adminstrator has become chargeable 
with a bill, to refer for taxation “ upon the application 
of a party interested in the property out of which such 
trustee, executor, or administrator, may have paid, or 
be entitled to pay, such bill,” but nothing is said about 

compelling the delivery of a bill at the instance of a 

party so interested. Section 37 provides that the Court 
may order the delivery of a bill “in the same cases in 
which they are respectively authorised to refer a bill 
which has been so as aforesaid delivered, sent, or left,” 
but an examination of the earlier portion of this seotion 
refers this provision to the cases in which the application 
for taxation is made by the party chargeable. In short, the 
little point to which we refer appears to be a casus omissus 
as far as the statute is concerned, and if a case should 
occur in which a trustee chargeable with a bill of costs 
were to come to an agreement with the solicitor respect- 
ing the amount, without the delivery of a bill, it does nos 
appear that the Act affords the cestwi-que trust any as- 
sistance towards obtaining the delivery of one asa step 

towards taxation. 

We have also heard of a case in which a railway com- 
pany took land belonging to a private individual, who 
paid his solicitor’s charges in relation to the transaction, 
and the railway company, objecting to the amount of 
these charges (they being, of course, required to re-im- 
burse the vendor) discovered that they had no means of 
compelling the delivery of a bill. 

We are far from advising solicitors to refuse to furnish 
bills to third parties having an interest, where, as it 
seems, they could not be compelled to do so, though 
there may, of course, be cases of unreasonable and vexa- 
tious treatment in which any legal defence would be only 
legitimate. It is, at any rate, well to have called the 
attention of our readers to the point, 


IT Is PERHAPS hardly necessary to remind our readers 
that the nineteenth half-yearly general meeting of that 
excellent society, the Solicitor’s Benevolent Association. 
takes place in the Town Hall, Manchester, on Wednes- 
day, the 9th of October, at 10 am., when the directors 
and auditors will present their report and statement of 
accounts, and the officers for the ensuing year will be 
elected, besides the transaction of other business, The 
Solicitor’s Benevolent Association’s wine most certainly 
needs no bush, we will, therefore, only wish the institu- 
tion a well-attended meeting (we notice, by the way, that 
the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Asgsociation’s an- 
nual meeting is fixed for the same time and place) and 
increased success in its career of benevolence, 


THE CASE OF Heath v. Wallington, known as the 
“Leamington Sequestration case,’ which was before His 
Honour, Vice-Chancellor Malins, at Godalming, on Thurs- 
day week, seems likely to engage the attention of the 
Law Courts in a new shape. 

On Wednesday last the district auditor attended at 
the Town Hall, at Leamington, and notwithstanding the 
protest of certain ratepayers, he allowed a sum of 
£802 14s, 10d., costs of defending the board against two 
applications in Chancery for an injunction to restrain 
the discharge of filtered sewage into the river Leam, 
and also, the several sums of £178 19s. 8d, £1, 
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£831 14s, 3d., and £16 18s. 8d., all directly or indirectly 
connected with the same subject-matter of litigation. 
Upon request, the auditor gave his reasons for such al- 
lowance in writing, in order that an appeal might be 
made to the Court of Queen’s Bench, or the Secretary of 
State. 


Berrinc Hovses and betting offices have provided many 
members for the ranks of criminals, and it istherefore well 
that the Act for their suppression should be put in force. 
While, however, measures are taken to prevent the in- 
fringement of the Act, 16 & 17 Vict. c. 119, it must, as a 
penal statute, be interpreted strictly, and not bent to suit 
the views of moralists, or the preconceived notions of 
country justices. The first section of this Act provides 
that ‘*no house, office, room, or other place, shall be 
opened, kept, or used for the purpose of the owner or 
occupier or keeper thereof,” or any person on his be- 
half, betting with persons resorting thereto, 

Section 2 makes such house, &c., a gaming house with- 
in the 8 & 9 Vict. c. 109. 

Section 3 imposes a penalty upon the owner or occu- 
pier of any such house, &c., or on any person using the 
same on his behalf. 

Section 4 imposes a penalty upon the owner or occu- 
‘pier of such a house, &c., who receives a deposit upon a 
‘bet. 

Section 7 imposes a penalty on any person exhibiting 
a placard or publishing an advertisement to indicate 
that any house, &c., is “opened, kept, or used,” for the 
purpose of making bets. 

Several men have, it is reported, been summoned be- 
fore the magistrates at Doncaster charged with occupy- 
ing offices or places on the Doncaster race course for the 
purposes of betting, and with having, as such occu- 
piers, unlawfully received certain moneys as bets, and 
also exposed certain lists, by which it was made to ap- 
pear that such offices or places were open for the pur- 
poses of betting. 

It does not clearly appear by the report which has 
reached us whether these men had with them anything 
such as a temporary desk, which would give a kind of 
pre-occupation right as against the public to the ground 
on which they were located, or whether they simply 
stood up and proclaimed their calling by means of their 
betting lists only, but it seems that the corporation of 
Doncaster has set its face against the practices of “ com- 
mission men,” as they are called, and therefore it is not 
likely that these men would be paying rent for their 
standings. And without payment of rent it is difficult 
to see how there can be “occupation” of any spot on 
@ race course. 

In the case of Dogget v. Catterns, 18 W. R. 390, 
160), Mr. Baron Bramwell, in his judgment, said “the 
preamble of the Act shows that it was intended for the 
purpose of putting down the use of certain fixed ascer- 
tained betting houses or offices.” And Mr. Justice 
Blackburn, in the same case, said “ I do not say that an 
open field is not a place which may come within the de- 
scription of the term “place” in the statute, but it is 
necessary to show that the person against whom the ac- 
tion is brought is either owner or occupier, or having the 
care or management thereof. 

Notwithstanding that this decision was adduced in sup- 
port of the defendant’s case at Doncaster, one of them 
was fined £20 and costs, against which decision he im- 
mediately gave notice of appeal. 

When the law as it stands does not reach a practice, 
be the usage never so objectionable, it should certainly 
not be unduly strained for the purpose of extending its 
application. May it not also be said with some truth 
that in these matters there seems to be one law for the 
poor and another for the rich, 


SOME DAYS AGO, upon an application before Mr. Part- 
ridge by a journeyman with a claim against his master 
for wages alleged to be due, that gentleman dismissed 





the application, being, as he said, of opinion that thy 
nsw Master and Servants’ Act (30 & 31 Vict. o. 131) 
had deprived him of the power to grant relief in wage, 
cases, A few days afterwards Mr, Elliott, a similar cag 
coming before him, expressed the contrary opinion. (y 
Wednesday last a second case came before Mr. Part, 
ridge, who now stated that, after conferring with Mr, 
Elliott and Mr. Burcham, he had seen reason to alter his 
opinion. He no longer thought that the new Act wa 
to be regarded as wholly substituted for the 20 Geo, 2, 
c. 19, the Act under which magistrates have hitherto 
granted relief in wages cases, but considered that the 
old Act must be taken to be annulled merely where re. 
pugnant to the new one, Reading the preamble of the 
Act in conjunction with the sections, Mr. Partridge’s 
afterthought appears more correct than his earlier de. 
cision. He still, however, was of opinion that he had 
no power to order payment of wages under the new 
Act, believing that its authority was confined to the ap. 
portionment or abatement of wages, and certain other 
matters. If this construction of the Act be a correg 
one, the Act has partially failed in its application; we 
do not, however, think this can be so. 


A RECENT CASE at the Buckingham petty sessions 
appears to demand some comment. The Rev. Mr, Harley, 
rector of Turweston, was charged with “cruelty to 
animals,” in having tortured a dog by pouring spirits of 
turpentine upon the root of its tail. The actual commis. 
sion of this act was clearly proved, its object being to 
deter the dog from trespassing upon the rectory grounds, 
The rev. defendant, it appeared, on coming out of church 
on Sunday evening discovered the dog upon his pre- 
mises, his man servant was summoned, and the 
caught; by this time the act of worship in which the 
rev. defendant had been engaged appears to have been 
so far forgotten as to permit of his treating the dog in 
the manner above mentioned, This treatment was 
preferred to the milder one of throwing water over the 
dog, as more likely to produce effect. Of course 
the poor dog suffered great agony. The bench of magis- 
trates having deliberated for some little time, the chair- 
man, Mr. R. Fitzgerald (it is as well to give his name) 
said:—‘* We have given this case our best attention, and 
the Jaw in relation to it, and we have come to the con- 
clusion that the law has not been transgressed by the 
act which defendant undoubtedly and confessedly did 
perform. We therefore dismiss the complaint.” 

As the Buckinghamshire magistrates seem to have 
been of opinion that the act performed by the rev. 
defendant did not amount to “cruelly torturing,” 
nothing remains except to marvel at the mental 
process by which such a conclusion may have been 
arrived at in the magisterial mind; there is, however, yet 
more to astonish the reader. Mr. Fitzgerald proceeded 
—“‘and Ihave much pleasure in informing Mr. Harley 
that he leaves this court without a stain upon his reputation 
asa Christian minister, a gentleman, and a humane man.” 

We think that we shall do best by simply printing this 
language: it would be very difficult to compose an 
adequate comment. After this, as the report informs us, 
“the rev. defendant applied for costs, which the Bench 
allowed.” 


A Commisston has issued, appointing Lord Cairns, 
Sir William Erle, Sir James Wilde, Vice-Chancellor 
Wood, Mr. Justice Blackburne, Mr. Justice Montague 
Smith, the Attorney-General, Sir Roundell Palmer, Mr. 
W. M. James, Q.C., Mr. Quain, Q.C., Mr. H. C. Rothery, 
Registrar of the Court of Admiralty, Mr. Ayrton, MP, 
Mr, Hunt, M.P., Mr. Childers, M.P., Mr. Hollams, and 
Mr. Lowndes, Commissioners to inquire into the opera 
tion and effect of the present Constitution of the Court 
of Chancery, the Superior Courts of Common Law at 
Westminster, the Central Criminal Court, the Court of 
Admiralty, the Admiralty Court of the Cinque Ports, the 
Courts of Probate and of Divorce, the Courts of Common 
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Pleas of the Counties Palatine of Lancaster and Durham, 
respectively, and the Courts of Error andof Appeal from 
all the said Courts. 

The Commissioners are enjoined to inquire into “ the 
operation and effect of the present separation and divi- 
sion of jurisdictions between the said courts. And also 
into the operation and effect of the present arrangements 
for holding the sittings in London and Middlesex, and 
the holding of sittings and assizes in England and Wales, 
and of the present division of the legal year into terms 
and vacations. And generally into the operation and 
effect of the existing laws and arrangements for dis- 
tributing and transacting the judicial business of the 
said courts respectively, as well in court as in chambers, 
with a view to ascertain whether any and what changes 
and improvements, either by uniting and consolidating 
the said courts, or any of them, or by extending or alter- 
ing the several jurisdictions, or assigning any matters or 
causes now within their respective cognizance to any other 
jurisdiction, or by altering the number of judges in the 
said courts, or any of them, or empowering one or more 
judges in any of the said courts to transact any kind of 
business now transacted by a greater number, or by 
altering the mode in which the business of the said 
courts, or any of them, or of the sittings and assizes, is 
now distributed or conducted, or otherwise, may be ad- 
vantageously made so as to provide for the more speedy, 
economical, and satisfactory despatch of the judicial 
business now transacted by the same courts and at the 
sittings and assizes respectively. And, further, to make 
inquiry into the laws relating to juries, especially with 
reference to the qualifications, summoning, nominating, 
and enforcing the attendance of jurors, with a view to 
the better, more regular, and more efficient conduct of 
trials by jury, and the attendance of jurors at such trials.” 

There is certainly an ample scope here; on some of 
these topics we have before now expressed our own 
opinions, and shall await the report with much interest. 


THE WEDNESBURY BENCH of magistrates lately convicted 
a woman of larceny for stealing cut corn from a field, 
and sentenced her to asubstantial punishment. ‘“ Boaz” 
thereupon wrote to the Zimes complaining of the injus- 
tice of the sentence, on the ground that the woman was 
only gleaning, and that gleaning, if not strictly lawful, at 
least ought not to be treated asa crime. The clerk to the 
magistrates replied by stating the facts of the case, and, upon 
his statement, the case was not one of gleaning at all, and 
the magistrates were quite right. Gleaning never meant 
anything, either among lawyers or the public, more than 
picking up the corn left on the ground after the crop 
has been carried, or at any rate gathered,—the corn, in 
fact, which the owner might be said to have abandoned. 
But in the case in question what the woman seems to 
have done was secretly to abstract the gathered corn 
from the stooks as they stood in the field, a very different 
thing from gleaning. “D.C. L.” followed with a letter 
in Thursday’s Times showing that cut corn may be the 
subject of larceny, and therefore gleaning may be lar- 
ceny. 

“D.C.L.” is no doubt right in his law, but it was not 
always clear that this law was so. Until a comparatively 
recent period it was a moot point among lawyers whether 
apy right of gleaning, or “leasing” as it is still called 
in many parts of the country, existed at Common Law, 
and the prevailing opinion was that the poor were en- 
titled, as of right, to glean over the lands of their neigh- 
bours after harvest. Sir Matthew Hale and Chief Baron 
Gilbert stated unhesitatingly that this was so. Sir W. 
Blackstone cited these opinions without disapproval, and 
there were dicta of other judges to the same effect. | At 
last, in Worledge v. Manning, 1 H. Bl. 582, the question 
was for the first time expressly raised before a court of 
law, and in that case it was decided that at Common 
Law there was no right for “poor, necessitous, and 
indigent persons” generally, to glean upon any land 


wherever situated. It remained, however, an open ' 





question whether there might not be a more restticted 
right of gleaning, and that question was not set at 
rest till the case of Stoel v. Houghton. That was 
an action of trespass to land. The defendant justified 
as a “parishioner and inhabitant of the parish legally 
settled therein, and a poor necessitous and indigent 
person,” exercising his alleged right of gleaning after 
the crop was carried, and the plea was demurred to, 
The majority of the Court—consisting of Lord Lough- 
borough, C.J., and Heath and Wilson, JJ.—held that no 
such right as that set up in the plea existed at common 
law, and that, therefore, the plea was bad; Gould, J., 
dissented from this opinion. This case finally estab- 
lished the rule that no person has, at common law, 
any right to glean on the land of another. 

The question has never been raised whether customary 
right in any class of persons, or prescriptive right in 
the occupiers of certain tenements to glean upon par- 
ticular lands could be sustained; but it is difficult to 
conceive that any such right could be supported. 
The popular notion, that the poor have a right to 
glean is, therefore, clearly unfounded; but it cannot 
be called grossly absurd or extravagant, seeing that 
less than eighty years ago the most eminent lawyers 
were under the same mistake; and if the case we 
have referred had been a bond fide case of gleaning, it 
would certainly have been unjust to treat it as an 
ordinary case of theft. 


THE BIsHOP OF NaTAL has been so uniformly suc- 
cessful in the litigation which was forced upon him in 
England that it strikes us as strange to read the intelli- 
gence just arrived by the Cape Mail that he has been 
defeated in the Supreme Court at Natal in a matter of 
legal controversy between himself and aclergyman. Not 
long since the same Court, by the opinions of two judges 
(Chief Justice Harding and Judge Phillips) to one (Judge 
Connor), adopted the principle of the judgments pro- 
nounced in England first by the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council and then by the Master of the Rolls, 
and held, in a question as to the legal estate (as we 
should term it) in the Cathedral Church, that it belonged 
to the Bishop of Natal, as the head of the Church of 
England in the colony, and not to the former owner, the 
Bishop of Cape Town. On that occasion, however, the 
dissentient judge (Judge Connor) openly proclaimed his 
objections to the home decisions, and declined to be 
bound by them. An appeal has been lodged, we under- 
stand, at the Privy Council office, against this decision, 
but as yet no further steps have been taken to prosecute 
it. In the meantime the Bishop of Natal was roused by 
the unauthorised appearance in his own cathedral, as an 
officiating priest, of a clergyman (Mr. Wills) from the 
Orange River Free State, who held no license from the 
Bishop of Natal, to take proceedings against him, and 
an application was accordingly made for an interdict to 
restrain Mr. Wills from officiating in the cathedral or 
in any other Church of England place of worship with- 
out having previously received the Bishop’s license. 
Judgment against the Bishop was given in this case on 
the 3lst of July last by Judges Phillips and Connor, the 
Chief Justice holding the other view. The grounds of 
the judgments of the majority of judges were different. 
Judge Connor adhered to his theory that the effect of the 
decisions in England prior to that of the Master of the 
Rolls was to reduce the Bishop of Natal’s legal position to 
nothing, and that the judgment of the Master of the Rolls 
was erroneous—he, therefore, considered that the Bishop 
had no locus standi to complain. Judge Phillips, on the 
other hand, stated that, although he would have given 
the plaintiff, as trustee of the cathedral church, the relief 
which he sought from the intrusion under which he was 
suffering, he did not think that, as Bishop, he was en- 
titled to the interdict prayed. We think that it will be 
found that Judge Phillips’ view is correct, and that the 
defeat which the Bishop has sustained is owing rather 
to the mode in which his case was presented to the Court 
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than to any doubt on the ‘part of the majority of the 
Court that the Bishop has the right to preserve the con- 
duct of the services in his cathedral church to those who 
choose to accept licences from him. In other words, we 
think that the bishop’s advisers have treated Mr. Wills 
as though he was under some canonical or consensual 
obligation of obedience to the Bishop, instead of treating 
him as amere trespasser. Itis not inconsistent with the 
decisions pronounced in England to hold that the Bishop 
has no right to a perpetual interdict to restrain Mr. Wills 
from officiating without a license, although it would be to 
hold that the Bishop had no remedy to eject a mere in- 
truder into his own cathedral. We, therefore, expect to 
hear that other proceedings which are, or will shortly be, 
pending in the Supreme Court raising the question as to 
the power of the Bishop in foro domestico over those 
clergy who, having received licences from him, have sub- 
mitted themselves to his authority, but yet refuse to pay 
him proper respect and obedience, will have a different 
issue, and that on these occasions the Chief Justice will 
again be supported by Judge Phillips in sustaining the 
home decisions to their full extent. 





THE SOCIAL SCIENCE CONGRESS OF 1867. 


Last week we noted the bill of fare of the Social 
Science Congress upon subjects more or less intimately 
connected with “the law” and its administration. 
The Congress is now over, its members have separated, 
and on reviewing the transactions at the past meeting, 
it must be admitted that seldom if ever have the trans- 
actions of a philosophical society possessed a greater in- 
terest for members of the legal profession, 

The proceedings of the section allotted to jurisprudence 
and law amendment were opened on the 18th by Mr 
Justice O’Hagan, in an able and eloquent speech.—* Not 
without reason,” he observed, had the Association “ placed 
the science of jurisprudence foremost amongst the great 
subjects of social interest.” He commended the study 
of the Roman system of jurisprudence to the student of 
English law, and then passed to the now more than usually 
momentous subject of codification. “The time,” his 
Lordship said, “is coming fast when the body of our law 
must be digested and reduced to the proportions of a 
simple and manageable code. The work which was 
done for Rome when Tribonian and his fellows digested 
such a code from the chaotic mass of judgments and 
ordinances which is said to have burthened many camels 
—the work which Bacon was willing to undertake for 
England in the midst of his mighty labours—for which 


Romilly pleaded with persuasive eloquence—of which ° 


all thoughtful men have long appreciated the importance, 
whilst they have felt the difficulty—that work, I repeat, 
by some means, and in some fashion, must at last be 
done. Its beginnings are in progress and its completion 
is assured. What has been accomplished so well in New 
York for the English law, cannot be incapable of imita- 
tion and extension in the country which produced it. 
We have already consolidated our criminal legislation, 
and the success of the experiment must urge to further 
effort in the same direction. And if this be so, and if 
an imminent duty of the time may prove to be the 
digest or the codification of our statute and reports, it 
behoves those on whom that duty may be cast to look 
behind them, and around them, and see what has been 
accomplished in other times and countries, that they may 
be guided to avoid mistakes, and obtain encouragement 
and wise direction for the worthy completion of their 
appointed task,” The speaker then referred to the 
Bavarian, the oldest of all codes, the Landrecht of Prus- 
sia, much esteemed by Savigny, the Austrian Gesetzbuch, 
the Zakonow of Russia, and the Code Napoleon of France. 
“ Tf the business of the digest or code,” he said “is to be fitly 
done for us, the ancient jurisprudence and its emanations, 
throughout modern Europe must not be unknown to 
those who undertake it.” His Lordship then passed 
to a subject upon which there subsists much dif- 





ference of opinion—assimilation of the laws of Ire- 
land and England. He cordially approved the ap- 
plication of this principle “ wherever it could be 
made without disregarding local needs and feelings.” 
So far as “local needs,” at least, are concerned, this 
qualification may well be borne in mind by those who 
in their anxiety to effect speedy law reforms, not in- 
frequently create much work for future law reformers, 
His Lordship mentioned a number of instances in which, 
he said, legal progress in Ireland had outrun and fore- 
stalled the legislation of England; Ireland, he said, 
had possessed a general registry of deeds and assu- 
rances since the 6th of Anne, while in England, al- 
though so long ago as 1535 its necessity had been re- 
cognised, a general registry has, in spite of the labours 
of Sir Samuel Romilly, Lord Campbell, Lord Cranworth, 
and others, never yet been established. The English 
County Court system also, he observed, was anticipated 
half a century by the Irish Civil Bill Court. With 
respect to the Irish Convict System, the praise which Mr, 
Justice O’Hagan bestowed here, will be found fault with 
by no one ; Ireland has been peculiarly fortunate in the 
self-sacrifice and earnestness of the men who have dealt 
practically with this important subject, and the result is 
one of which she may be justly proud. The learned 
judge, after referring incidentaily to the old Brehon law, 
and taking that opportunity to express a strong regret 
that the Irish language should no longer publicly be 
studied, concluded by alluding a second time to the sub- 
ject of the assimilation, in legal matters, of England and 
Ireland. He advocated “assimilation,” but not “ absorp- 
tion ’—identity of laws, but not “unity of administra- 
tion.” Mr. Justice O’Hagan’s address was an extremely 
able, as well as eloquent one; and if, addressing the As- 
sociation on Irish ground, he spoke mainly about Ire- 
land, we can easily forgive him in consideration of the 
good speech he made. 

On Saturday, the 21st, a very able paper was read by 
the: President of this section, the Irish Master of the 
Rolls, on the “Repression of Crime.” After noticing 
various influences which nullify the deterrent effect of 
punishment, or “exemplarity,” he proceeded to a posi- 
tion of most undoubted soundness—that the uncertainty 
of punishment is one great cause of its failure of effect, 
Six-sevenths of the crimes committed remained, he 
believed, undetected and unpunished, but the uncer- 
tainty of punishment he thought a greater evil than the 
uncertainty of detection. Greater caution on the part of 
committing magistrates and grand jurors would do much, 
but there were other things to be considered, and he 
discussed at some length the extent to which confessions 
made to the police ought to be used against prisoners. 
We quote the following :—“In my humble opinion our 
law requires alteration on this subject. Our books re- 
cord some curious instances of pretended confessions. 
Our national feelings are marked by. a very proper and 
just abhorrence of anything approaching torture or un- 
fair play. It is possible, though certainly not probable, 
that a prosecutor or policeman may bully or cajole a sus- 
pected innocent person into a false admission that he is 
guilty. Very timid or foolish persons under suspicion 
might think that they would be relieved from trouble 
more speedily by appealing to mercy instead of truth, 
and tell a falsehood in the hope of exciting pity and 
being let off ; bnt such an occurrence is very unfrequent. 
The singular examples of the phenomenon of false con- 
fessions afforded by the trials of accused: witches cannot 
occur now, and are, I believe, to be accounted for in most 
cases by mental disease. The utmost that can be legiti- 
mately inferred from such considerations is, that confes- 
sions may occasionally be untrue, and so mislead us, as 
may any other human evidence. Of all lies a false as- 
sumption of guilt is the most rare, and I do not believe 
that there ever was any recorded experience which, as a 
matter of statisties, would justify the apprehension that 
self-accusing statements may probably be false.” 

In his opinion the tendency of prisoners to make con- 





Septi 28, 1867. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


1651 








fessions should not be repressed, and all such confessions 
should be receivable in evidence. 

“ At no time,” he said, “is a guilty person so likely to 
state the truth asin the first surprise of detection. It 
is the first step to repentance. The process of caution- 
ing powerfully checks this tendency. To the least acute 
of minds, still more to those habituated to that sort of 
watchfulness which usually accompanies the practice of 
crime, it inevitably suggests the possibility of escape by 
a skilful exercise of hypocrisy and cunning. It is, if not 
enjoining the accused, at least advising him, to conceal 
the truth. Its effect has, I am convinced, been on many 
an incipient criminal to check the first right impulse of 
a still unhardened conscience.” 

He appreciated the influence of the zeal of prosecutors or 
policemen, but considered that the discretion of juries, and 
proper police control, should be sufficient safeguard. With 
a perfect police and perfect juries, this might be so, but 
the reminders that we constantly have, that jurymen are 
fallible, and policemen sometimes over anxious to con- 
vict, we think that no step in the direction suggested by 
the Master of the Rolls should be made without the 
very fullest consideration. We think too, that, after 
conviction, there is yet much to be done towards “ cer- 
tainty” of punishment. We mean by ensuring the due 
apportionment of sentence and the unerring infliction 
of the sentence pronounced. In another portion of his 
paper the Master of the Rolls regretted the rule which 
forbids felonies to be tried together. 

_“This rule,” he observed, “does not apply to mis- 
demeanours, and has been relaxed by the statutes, which 
allow three cases of larceny or embezzlement against 
the same prosecutor, committed within six months, to 
be comprised in one indictment. That a limitation 
should be fixed as to the period within which the offences 
should be committed is reasonable, though ‘ six months’ 
seems a short one; but what is the reason for requiring 
that the property should be the property of the same 
person; or that no more than three repetitions of the crime 
should be investigated ? If a lodger and the landlord 
in the same house are robbed, or a man is employed in 
collecting debts for several employers whose moneys are 
embezzled, the diversity of the ownership of the pro- 
perty rather increases the probability of the identity of 
the criminal. It is unreasonable that the commission of 
twenty peculations should expose the rogue to no more 
risk than the three to which the prosecutor is confined, 
and that a privilege should be accorded to the more 
heinous offenders, who commit felonies, which is denied 
to the less guilty who commit only misdemeanours.” 

A useful paper was contributed on Monday, the 23rd, 
by Mr. Cartwright, on “The Organization of the Poli 
System in England,” and another paper on the sam 
subject was contributed by the learned Recorder of Bir- 
mingham, while Mr. J. P. Organ, one of those “ thorough” 
men from whose labours the success of the Irish convict 
system has sprung, read a very interesting paper upon 
“The Irish Intermediate Prison System: its Development 
and Success.” 

We have not space to enumerate half the suggestive 
comments which were made at this meeting upon sub- 
jects connected with law principles or administration. 
The reader who wishes to know all that was said must 
consult the record of the proceedings of the association, 
which will shortly be published. Mr. Heron read, on 
Tuesday, a paper on Irish Bankruptcy Law: he advocated 
much change and assimilation to the English law. 
There was another paper on the same subject. A member 
of the English bar—Mr: G. W. Hastings—read a paper 
on the Laws. Relating to Married Women, strongly in 
favour of their protection, and Mr. Dudley Field, of New 
York, explained, in connection with this subject, the 
American law, which gives husbands no control 
over their wives’ property, and makes them responsible 
for the maintenance of théir children. 

We have already exceeded the limits of our space, and 
can only barely refer by name to a paper read by Mr. 





G. R. Tennent upon a subject of much importance— 
“ Judicial Trustees for Executing Private Trusts.” The 
author advocated the adoption and extension of the 
Scotch system of “ Judicial Factors,” and contended for 
the expediency of remunerating private trustees. The 
subject is too important to be hastily discussed; we 
therefore pass it at present. 

Besides all the foregoing, there were papers on the 
Jurisdiction of the Irish Civil Bill, Quarter Sessions and 
Recorders’ Courts, by Mr. Hyndman ; on International 
Arbitration, by Lord Hobart; and, by Mr. David Ross, 
On the Establishment of an International High Court. 
When to these we add many other papers bearing less 
decidedly upon the law and its administration, it will be 
seen that seldom, if ever, has a meeting been held which 
has proved of greater interest to lawyers. 





JOINT-STOCK LEGISLATION. 
THE CoMPANIES ACT, 1867. 
(Continued from p. 1084.) 

Resuming our consideration of the new Companies 
Act, the next enactment which claims our attention is 
the part headed “ Calls upon shares.” 

It has become not an uncommon practice with com- 
panies to have some of their shares more fully paid up 
than others, Whenever, in the formation of a company, 
there has to be purchased a goodwill, a patent, or any 
other important matter, as a principal ingredient in the 
company’s matériel, it is extremely common, as all are 
aware, for payment to be taken in shares, and not un- 
frequently a vendor, who is willing to sell, and willing, 
to the extent of the price, to stand or fall with the pur- 
chasers, is unwilling to risk anything beyond the loss of 
the property with which ‘he has parted. He is content 
to run the risk of parting with his property and getting 
nothing for it, but he shrinks from the contingency of 
any further loss. The result very often is that an 
arrangement is made by which he takes payment in 
paid-up shares. This practice has never been invali- 
dated by any decision, but has the rather been recognised 
and supported.* It is also not uncommon for articles of 
association to contain a clause empowering the directors, 
if they please, to receive by way of advance, at interest, 
from any shareholder, the whole or a portion of the 
capital remaining uncalled up upon his shares. And 
this practice may be assumed to have been in the con- 
templation of the Legislature, and to be therefore strictly 
legal, inasmuch as clause 7 of table A of the Act of 1862 
(corresponding with clause 5 of table B in the Act of 
1856) which provides regulations for companies who 
provide no special ones of their own, contains a regula- 
tion empowering the directors to adopt this practice. 

Although, however, the practice of having some shares 
further paid-up than others appears to have been so 
sanctioned by Parliament and the Court of Chancery, it 
cannot be denied that its expediency is at least question- 
able. When the privilege of limited liability was con- 
ceded to the shareholder, it was provided that customers 
should have notice of the kind of company with which 
they were dealing. While the above practice subsists, 
a number of people may, after having ascertained that a 
certain limited company has, say £20 per share un- 
called up, give the company credit for money or goods, 
conceiving that the £20 per share for which the contri- 
butories are liable is an adequate security. This credit 
having been given, it may afterwards appear that though 
nominally £20 per share remained outstanding, yet 
actually, in consequence of issues of paid-up shares or 
anticipations of calls by way of advances from share- 
holders, a considerable proportion of the shares are paid- 
up, or very nearly so, and thus the creditors’ security 
may be very much smaller than they had reason to sup- 
pose. The new Aci, however, expressly confirms, and, 
so far as may have been necessary, legalises the subsist- 


* See, for instance, Leifehild’s case, 14 W. R. 22, 1 L. R, Eq. 
1 








1052 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Sept. 28; 1867; 








ing practice. It provides, by section 24, that companies, 
where authorised by their regulations, may, on the issue 
of shares, arrange to have some more fully paid-up than 
others, may accept from any shareholder the amount of 
his remaining liability, or a part of it, without a call 
having been made, and may pay a dividend in each case 
proportional to the amounts actually paid up. The pre- 
vious practice is thus confirmed. It should be noted, 
however, that the authority given by this section extends 
only to cases in which the company’s regulations 
““ authorise” these things to be done; in other cases, there- 
fore, the validity of the practice depends on the same 
considerations as before, though the application of the 
‘maxim expressio wnius, &c., is almost, if not entirely, 
taken away here by the countenance which the usage 
has received.* 

Section 25 makes an important alteration relative to 
purchases of shares by persons who are vendors to the 
company; it provides that “ every share in any company 
shall be deemed and taken to have been issued, and to be 
held subject tothe payment of the whole amount thereof, 
in cash, unless the same shall have been otherwise de- 
termined by a contract duly made in writing and filed 
with the Registrar of Joint-Stock Companies at or before 
the issue of such shares.” Unless, therefore, this re- 
quirement be complied with, the vendor-shareholder will 
be liable to calls on his shares, and, as regards his claim 
on the company, will come in merely asa creditor. As 
to his rights in such an event, vide Grissell’s case, 14 
W. R. 1015. This provision seems a wholesome one, and 
at any rate calculated to diminish the number of those 
uncertainties which end in litigation. It was not in 
the bill as originally framed. 

The most important provision with respect to trans- 
fers is the authorisation of share-warrants to bearer. 
As the issue of these share-warrants is very properly re- 
stricted to the paid-up shares of limited companies, this 
provision seems very sensible. It is much to be regretted 
that while dealing with the subject of share-transfers a 
clause was not introduced containing some interpreta- 
tion of that ambiguous 153rd section of the Act of 1862, 
which has been the arena of so many battles, for in spite 
of all the pains which the Vice-Chancellors, the Master 
of the Rolls, and the Court of Appeal in Chancery, have 
taken to construe this mysterious and inscrutable pro- 
vision, its ambiguities are not yet thoroughly exhausted. 

It is satisfactory to turn from an omission to a section 
which every one will view with much satisfaction. The 
37th section re-enacts the 41st section of the Act of 18&6, 
which empowered companies to make, under their com- 
mon seal, any contract which, as between man and man, 
must have been under seal, and to make other contracts 
by their agents, expressly or impliedly authorised, and in 
writing or by parol as the case might be. This section, 
it will be remembered, got struck out of the Act of 1862, 
in its progress through the House, and thus a door, now 
happily closed, was opened to much litigation. 

With respect to the clauses empowering the Court of 
Chancery to remit windings-up to the County Courts, 
time must show whether or no the power is likely to 
work well;—it is, at any rate, a power only, and not 
an injunction. Probably the select committee considered 
that the County Court jurisdiction had worked well in 
the matter of Friendly Societies. 

We have left till the last a short provision which we did 
not enumerate among the “objects” of the new Act, but 
which appears to us to be of grave moment. The 23rd 
section provides for the registration with limited liability 
of associations hereafter formed for commercial, scientific, 
religious, charitable, or art purposes. The registration 
is to be by licence from the Board of Trade, upon proof 
of the nature of the association, “and that it is the 
intention of such association to apply the profite, if any, 
or other income of the association, in promoting its ob- 
jects, and to prohibit the payment of any dividend to 

* See also, with reference to this section, a letter printed 
infra among our correspondence. 








the members.” Upon this registration the association 
is to enjoy all the advantages, and be subject to all the 
obligations of limited incorporation, without, however, 
being obliged to affix the word “ limited” to its name, or 
even to publish its name, or to send a list of members or 
managers to the registrar. 

The advisability of extending the limited liability 
principle to other than commercial associations appears 
to us extremely questionable. Inthe case of limited 
companies formed for the purposes of profit, limited 
liability has two wholesome accompaniments ;—firstly, the 
commercial character of the association is the most 
powerful inducement to its members to make the most 
of its capabilities; and, secondly, those who give the 
undertaking credit are warned by the word “limited” 
that they are trusting a body, which is to a certain 
extent, protected agaiust creditors. When these protec- 
tions are no longer imposed, limited liability will, we fear, 
cease to be a boon to the community. It must also be 
borne in mind, that, with charitably and religiously dis- 
posed individuals, more especially those who make it 
their business to organise and superintend charitable and 
religious undertakings, there is ever a strong tendency to 
disregard a certain well-known adage by placing gene- 
rosity before justice. Indeed, it has become almost a 
custom with the benevolent promoters of church-building 
and other schemes excellent in themselves, to run the 
concern wilfully into debt, and then trust for the means 
of liquidation to the appeal ad misericordiam. Now, it 
has always appeared to us that these undertakings should 
set an example of wise economy and well-regulated ex- 
penses to individuals whose expenditure is for selfish, or 
rather personal, objects merely. It is neither just nor 
generous to be charitable with other people’s money. 
We fear enabling charities and religious societies to limit 
their liability for work done or goods supplied, may be 
found to furnish a powerful inducement to an unhealthy 
and ungenerous benevolence; and when we consider that 
this is done by the present Act, without even requiring 
the association to hold itself out to the world as limited 
in its liability, we feel inclined to condemn the innova- 
tion more strongly than ever. This provision, if our 
memory does not mislead us, was not among the recom- 
mendations of the select committee. 

With the exception of this last innovation we think 
that the new Act leaves the subject in a better condition 
than before, but it cannot, in our opinion, be regarded as 
anything more than an instalment of legislation, at least 
it is te be hoped that this will not prove otherwise. 
Joint-stock enterprise requires regulations which are not 
to be found in the Companies Act of 1862, even as 


grseen and patched by that of 1867. 





THE LAW OF LIBEL.—V. 


There are two main qualifications of the law of de- 
famation, one designed to protect the free discussion of 
public affairs, the other the transaction of private busi- 
ness. Both, though often difficult in their application, 
are perfectly sound in principle; and we need, therefore, 
do no more than mention them, Everybody has a right 
correctly to report the proceedings of courts of justice, 
however those proceedings may affect the character of in- 
dividuals; and, to a certain extent, a similar right has 
been given by statute with respect to proceedings in Par- 
liament, And everybody has aright to criticise freely all 
public affairs, whether they be public in their nature, 
like the acts of officers of state, or made public by the 
parties, as a book by publication or a scheme of any kind 
by advertising it. No writing which keeps within these 
limits is a libel, though, if it goes further and attacks in- 
dividuals, as by imputing base motives for their acts, 
the writer must, at his peril, be prepared to prove the truth 
of what he imputes. Secondly, any statement, however 
defamatory, made with reference to any matter in which 
the writer or speaker has an interest to protect, or a duty 
to discharge, is said to be privileged; that is to say, it ia 
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not actionable, even though false, if made bond fide 
without malice. This is the only case in which motive 
is of importance in the law of defamation, and 
rightly so. 

It only remains now to point out what is necessary 
in order to place the law of libel on a proper footing; 
and so far as libels injurious to the public alone are con- 
cerned, it would not be difficult to deal with the ques- 
tion. In the first place the statute 9 & 10 Will. 3, 
c. 33, which makes it a crime to deny the truth of Chris- 
tianity or the authority of the Bible, ought at once to be 
repealed; for there is no possible ground on which it can 
be defended or excused. And as to the common law on 
these subjects, all that is needed is to lay down distinctly, 
that no expressions shall be the subject of prosecution, 
which are bond fide used for the purpose of enforcing 
the opinions of the person who uses them. This is 
clearly the law now with respect to seditious publica- 
tions, other than attacks upon individuals; and, as we 
have said, we areinclined to think it is the law with re- 
spect to blasphemous and indecent publications also. 
Should the case of “ The Confessional Unmasked ” come 
before one of the superior courts, the judgment of the 
Court may settle the matter satisfactorily; if not, it must 
be done by Parliament whenever the whole subject of 
the libel laws comes before it, as it must do, we think, 
before long. 

In respect to defamation of individuals, we have shown 
that the law, as it now stands, by which writing is the 
test of crime or no crime, action or no action, is wholly 
indefeasible in theory, and most unjust in operation. 
Indeed this is now admitted on all hands to be the case, 
though no one has yet attempted to carry out any 
comprehensive scheme of reform in this branch of the 
law. 

There are three obvious and feasible methods by which 
such a reform may be carried out, and the three systems 
are exemplified in the law of three neighbouring or kindred 
nations. One method is to leave the general rule as it 
now stands, and merely remove its worst hardships by 
extending the list of defamatory matters which are ac- 
tionable yer se when published orally. The second method 
is to sweep away the distinction on the ground of form, 
and substitute some other classification of a more reason- 
able character, founded upon the nature of the defama- 
tion, the degree of publicity given to it, or other circum- 
stances connected with jit. The third method is to 
abolish all directions or classifications whatever, and 
simply assimilate the law of slander with that of libel. 

The first, which we may call the patch-work plan, has 
one thing to recommend it, namely, that it is quite in 
accordance with the general spirit of English law re- 
form ; it would be, to use the old simile, simply to cut a 
hole in the shoe at the point where it pinches most. No 
doubt it would be a very great improvement in the law, 
as far as it went, simply to enact that imputations upon 
chastity and some other charges of a like nature should 
be actionable without proof of special damage; and 
this plan has been followed in the new civil code of 
New York. In that code the general distinction between 
libel and slander is left intact ; but it is provided that 
in addition to the words actionable per se at,Common 
Law, any slander “imputing impotence or want of 
chastity ” either to a man or a woman shall be action- 
able. In the penal code, if we understand it rightly, 
no change in the law is intended to be made, but the 
language used is by no means asclear as it ought to be, 
especially when compared with the corresponding section 
of the civil code, The civil code defines libel as “ a false and 
unprivileged publication by writing, picture, effigy, or 
other fived representation to the eye, which, &c.” The 
penal code defines it as “any malicious publication by 
writing, printing, picture, effigy, sign, or otherwise, 
which, &c.” 

The objections to this patch-work method of reform 
are many and serious, It does nothing to remove the 
theoretical absurdity of the present law, or the want of 


. 


symmetry between the law of defamation and the other 
branches of the law of libel; and the importance of sys- 
tem and symmetry in legislation is, we trust, becoming 
more and more appreciated by lawyers, if not by legisla- 
tors. Then, again, such a remedy is merely temporary 
and imperfect at best. The injury and annoyance in- 
flicted by particular imputations varies in different 
classes of society, in different places and circumstances, 
and especially at different periods. No possible care and 
foresight in the enumeration of actionable slanders could 
make the law moderately just and equal, even for the 
present generation; and the next generation would have 
to do the whole work over again to meet an altered 
standard of right and wrong, honourable and base. And, 
lastly, no change of this kind could give the relief re- 
quired without a change also with regard to the special 
damage sufficient to support an action of slander. Any 
list of actionable slanders could only include such as are 
ordinarily likely to produce serious discomfort and loss 
of credit and respect; but manifestly there must be cases 
in which those evils would in fact result from other im- 
putations not included in such a list. Yet to extend the 
protection of the law to such cases by changing the de- 
finition of special damage would be practically almost 
impossible, To say that mental distress and loss of the 
good opinion of others, with the consequent exclusion 
from society, should be sufficient special damage to sup- 
port an action, would be in effect to say that all slanders 
should be actionable. And the New York commissioners 
have not ventured to suggest a change upon this point. 

The second system of reform which we have pointed 
out above, is to substitute for the present distinction of 
mere form a distinction, applicable to libel and slander 
alike, and founded upon differences real and substantial. 
If this plan were adopted, the points which would 
naturally be treated as most essential are the nature of 
the imputajion and the degree of publicity given to 
it. Now, in the present criminal law of France a 
very complete and ingenious classification of this 
kind is to be found. The law of the 17th May, 
1819, divides defamatory publications into two classes, 
diffamation and injure, and injure is again divided into 
two kinds ; and each of these three kinds of defamation 
belongs to a different class of offence, and is subject. to 
a different measure of punishment. Diffamation is de- 
fined as, “ Toute allegation ou imputation d’un fait qui 
porte atteinte a l’honnéur ou a la consideration de la 
personne ou du corps au quel le fait est imputé.” And 
to constitute the graver offence it must be made publicly, 
that is to say, “ par des discours, des cris, ou menaces pro- 
férés dans les lieux ou réunions publics soit, par des écrits, 
des imprimés, des dessins, des gravures, des peintures ou 
* emblémes vendus ou distritnes, mis en vente ou exposés 
dans les lieux ou réunions putué soit, par des placards et 
affiches exposés aux regards du public.” Jnjure is, “ Toute 
expression outrageante, terme de mepris, ou invec- 
tive, qui ne renferme l’imputation d’aucun fait.” 
And injure is subdivided into that which imputes 
un vice determine, and ia publicly made; and that which 
either does not impute un vice determine, or is not 
publicly made. This classification is certainly a good 
one of its kind, far better than any clumsy distinction 
of mere form, But the adoption of any such system 
into our law is, we think, objectionable. It is quite un- 
necessary, and would entail all the evils arising from 
needless refinement in legal distinctions, a kind of evil 
in which the English law is peculiarly abundant. 

The third reform we have suggested is a very simple 
one, namely, to abolish at once the distinction betwee n 
libel and slander, and let the present law of libel apply 
to all defamatory publications alike; and this we believe 
to be the proper remedy for the present defects of our 
law. This is the system of the Scotch law, and it has 
worked well in Scotland for centuries. The advantages 
of the system over any other are evident enough, 





It would put an end at once to the theoretical absurdi- 
ties of the present law; it would be free from the mia- 
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chiefs of needless refinement; it would be an efficacious 
and complete remedy for the mischief to be met; and it 
would, so far as appears, be a final and lasting settle- 
ment of the question. The only. plausible objections to 
it seems to be, that it might tend to encourage litiga- 
tion, and lead to oppressive and vexatious actions. But 
to these objections there is a very sufficient answer. The 
objections apply with quite equal force to the present 
law of libel as to the proposed law of slander, and no 
such mischief has been found to arise in the case of libel. 
In Scotland, where the law is as we wish to see it here, 
there has been complaint of its encouraging litigation; and 
Scotchmen are not less litigious than Englishmen. Ac- 
tions of libel are controlled by three principal checks, 
first, the right of every man to report public proceedings 
and discuss public matters, secondly, the doctrine of 
privilege, and, thirdly, the law of costs. In the case of 
writings these have been found sufficient to protect the 
interest of the public, and of individuals, and to pre- 
vent frivolous actions, and they would do the same 
with oral publications. 

There is no modern legislation inconsistent with the 
course we advocate. Sir Colman O’Loghlen’s bill, which 
passed the House of Commons last session and was lost 
in the Lords for want of time, so far as it made slanders 
uttered at public meetings actionable, was quite incon- 
sistent with the principle of the present law, and with 
the patch-work method of reform; it was consistent 
with the second method, that of reasonable classification; 
and it might also be a step towards the larger and better 
measure of reform. 

We see no reason why the criminal law on this sub- 
ject, if it be thought desirable to continue any criminal 
prosecutions for private defamation at all, should not 
correspond to the civil. No danger of oppressive prose- 
cutions for libel is found to exist, and we do not see why 
any such danger should be feared if the law were the 
same as to slander. One sound rule, however, by which 
the criminal and civil law on this subject are now dis- 
tinguished, ought always to be maintained, namely, 
that the truth of the publication is a complete defence 
to an action, which is intended only to protect the cha- 
racter of the individual; but that it must be shown that 
the matter is true, and also that it was for the public 
good to publish it, in order to meet a prosecution, the 
object of which is to protect the public peace. 





THE LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 
30 & 31 VicTOoRLA, 1867. 

Cap. LXIV.—An Act to make further provision for the 
despatch of business in the Court of Appeal in Chan- 
cery. 

We gave our opinion upon this enactment at the time 
of its passing. It empowers the Lord Chancellor to fix 
times and seasons for separate sittings of the Lords 
Justices, with a view to the despatch of business, but 
they are not to sit separately to re-hear decrees made on 
the hearing of a case, or upon further consideration. 
This measure was occasioned by the great pressure of 
business at the close of last term. The bill passed 
through both Houses in an almost unprecedentally short 
space of time, and was immediately put into operation. 


Cap. LXIX.—An Act to explain the operation of an Act 
passed in the seventeenth and eighteenth years of her 
present Majesty, chapter one hundred and thirteen, 
intituled an Act to amend the law relating to the ad- 
ministration of deceased persons, 


The Act commonly known as “Locke King’s Act” 
(17 & 18 Viet. . 118) is by the first section of this Act 
explained for the purpose of removing doubts as to its 
construction. It is here provided that in the construc- 
tion of the will of a person dying after the 31st day of 
December, 1867, a general direction that the debts or all 
the debts of the testator shall be paid out of his personal 
estate, shall not be deemed to be a declaration of an in- 





tention contrary to, or other than the rule established by 
Locke King’s Act, unless such contrary intention shall 
be further declared in words referring to debts charged 
by way of mortage on his real estate. 

Several decisions might be referred to which have put 
a construction upon the Act contrary to that which is 
now explained to be its intention. nov. Tatham (11 
W. R. 277, 475), is one out of several which the exist- 
ence of this Act would have caused to be decided differ- 
ently;—and similar cases are therefore no longer pre- 
cedents. 

Section 2 declares that the word mortgage in this and 
the principal Acts shall extend to any lien for unpaid 
purchase-money upon any lands or hereditaments pur- 
chased by a testator. 


Cap. LXVIII.—An Act to provide for the better despatch 
of business in the chambers of the judges of the superior 
Courts of Common Law. 


During the progress through the Houses of Parliament 
of the bill in which this enactment originated, we had 
occasion to comment upon the need of reform at the 
common law judges’ chambers, and the means of effect- 
ing it (vide sup. 669, 812), and we could not help ex- 
pressing our dissatisfaction at the proposed measure, 

As the new statute now stands it will rest with the 
judges to say how the masters are to transact their busi- 
ness, inasmuch as we must therefore trust that the rules 
to be made may be well made. It is to be hoped that a 
former apprehension of ours will not be realised, and that 
the judges will not frome rules providing for the trans- 
action by the masters of the whole of the chambers’ 
work at those seasons when the judges are most pressed, 
The scope of the enabling section, it may be remarked, is 
very large. 

Section 1 empowers a majority of the common law 
courts to make rules empowering the masters to transact 
business now transacted by the judges. That business 
is to be specified in the rules, and is not to include 
matters relating to the liberty of the subject. These 
rules may also regulate the attendance of the masters, 
the course of practice in chambers, and the scale of costs 
to be there adopted, and may also fix a scale of fees tw 
be adopted with the sanction of the Treasury. 

Clause 4 provides that orders made by the masters 
shall be “one clear day,” but we are inclined to think 
the clause is less objectionable as it stands. Experience 
may lead to the establishment of a fixed time for appeal- 
ing, varying in different descriptions of cases; whereas, 
if the Act had fixed the time, no discretion would have 
been left for the judges to act upon such experience. 

The Sth and last section repeals the 11th sections of 
the Act of 1 Vict. c. 30, which precludes the filling up of 
the number of the masters upon the occurrence of a 
vacancy until it has been certificated in writing to the 
Treasury under the hands of the Lord Chief Justice or 
Lord Chief Baron, as the case may be; that after minute 
inquiry it is absolutely necessary for the efficient and 
satisfactory conduct of business that the full number 
should be retained. 





REVIEW. 


The Companies Act, 1867 ; with copious Analytical Re- 
Serences, By ANTHONY PuLBRook, Solicitor. London: 
Effingham Wilson, 


This edition of the Companies Act, 1867, is intended as 
a sequel to Mr, Pulbrook’s edition of the Act of 1862, In 
effect it is an edition of the recent Act, furnished, by 
means of annotations appended to the various sections, 
with a concordance indicating the corresponding portions 
of the former Act, Such a concordance is of course 
useful, and few of our readers would find leisure enough to 
compile one for themselves by making marginal notes to 
copy of the statute. It is a pity, however, that Mr, Pul- 
brook, while dealing with the new statute, did not append 
the few citations (they are very few in number) which the 
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lawyer should have ready to his eye in order that in case 
of need he may be able rightly to estimate the effect of the 
new enactment on the law of joint-stock companies. Most 
of the provisions in the new Act are innovations, and have 
therefore no disturbing effect upon existing case law; 
there being therefore scope for but few references and ex- 

lanations, it would have been all the easier to have made 
them, The little volume before us contains nothing what- 
ever in this shape, and the omission is much to be re- 
gretted, as, had this been otherwise, the usefulness of the 
edition would have been materially augmented. While 
printing an edition of the Companies Act, 1867, it would 
also have been well to bind under the same cover copies of 
the new Acts relative to the saleand purchase of shares 
in joint-stock banking companies, and lis pendens (winding 
up). This omission is important, because the work before 
us purports, ‘‘ with the author's edition ef the Companies 
Act, 1862,” to form **a complete edition of the statute law 
relating to joint-stock companies,” and obviously no 
edition is complete which does not comprise the enact- 
ments we have just mentioned, This edition however, as 
far as it goes, will, as a concordance and aid to reference, 
be of much use to the practitioner. 





COURTS. 


Vv. C. MALINS’ CHAMBERS. 

Sept 27.—This morning, Mr. Buckley had 140 summonses 
on his list. 

General Credit Company v. The London, Chatham, and 
Dover Railway Company.—An application for further,time to 
answer was resisted on the ground that there had already 
been a delay of five months. 

Mr. Buckley consented to give further time unti! the 8th 
of October ; and in the matter of the claim of Messrs. Fresh- 
fields and Newman, the former solicitors to the railway 
company, the time was extended to the 15th October. 


CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. 
SEPTEMBER SESSIONS. 


Before the Lord Mayor (Sir Thomas Gabriel), the Common- 
Serjeant (Mr. Chambers, Q.C.), Mr. Alderman Hale, Mr. 
Alderman Dakin, Mr. Alderman Stone, Alderman Sir 
Sidney Waterlow, Sheriff, Sir Francis Lycett, Sheriff, 
and the Under-Sheriffs (Mr. Crosley and Mr. De Jersey.) 
Before the grand jury were sworn, Mr, Avory, the clerk 

of arraigns, stated the facts of a case which was tried at the 

last sessions, a man named William Henry Cuss having 
falsely represented himself to be a Mr. Frederick Lee, of 

Brownlow-street, Drury-lane, and Putney, who had been 

summoned on a jury, and having actually served on a petty 

jury instead of Mr. Lee, and in hisname. Mr. Lee was 5 

manufacturing harness maker, and had been summoned a, 

a juror upon the occasion in question. Mr. Avory, whil 

the jury were sitting in their box, went, acting upon in 

formation which he received from the summoning officer, to 
the jury-box and asked Cuss, who had been sworn in the 
name of Lee, whether that were his real name. The answer 
was in the affirmative. The summoning officer, however, 
being positive this was a falsehood, the question was re- 
peated. Cuss then admitted that his name was not Lee, 
and that his real name was William Henry Cuss. When 
the facts were mentioned publicly in court the Recorder 
fined Cuss £5, and pra him into the custody of the 


ler of Hever until the fine was paid (it was paid next 


ay) ; he also fined Lee £100, staying, however, the process 
of enforcing its payment until the ee sessions, in order 
to afford him an opportunity of explaining the part he had 
taken in the matter. There was now an affidavit from him 
in court, and there were also two other affidavits—one from 
Cuss, and one from a man named Thomas Ward, who had 
received Lee’s instructions to Cuss as to the attendance of 
the latter at the last sessions. 

; » for Lee, said that before he made any observa- 

tions he wished the affidavits tobe read. 
Mr. Avory accordingly read the three affidavits at length. 
Mr. Lee in his affidavit admitted that on the 15th of August 
he received a summons to attend the then approaching 
Sessions of the Central Criminal Court. Prior to its receipt 
he had made arrangements to go into the country to see his 
father, who was seventy-seven years of age, and in a vory 
us condition, and before leaving he had given instruc» 





tions to his foreman, Thomas Ward, to tell Cuss to attend 
for him at the sessions, but these instructions did not so 
far as to say that Cuss was to personate him there. Sins, 
who had been for three years a faithful servant in his (Lee’s) 
employment, was well able to discharge the duty of a jury- 
man, and the deponent believed that by his attendance at 
the court all the requirements of the case would have been 
met. In conclusion, Lee pleaded his ignorance of criminal 
proceedings, expressed his regret for what had taken place, 
prayed that his humble apology might be accepted, enh that 
the £100 fine would be mitigated. Ward, in his affidavit, 
admitted that he had, at Lee’s request, sent Cuss to the court. 
Cuss deposed that he had not received any special direc- 
tions to attend for Lee, but was merely told to attend for 
him and answer to his name. He had only served on two 
juries, and was not aware at the time that he was doing any- 
thing wrong. 

Poland said that when the solemnity of the duties a jury- 
man had to perform was taken into consideration, the im- 
portance of an enquiry like the present could not be over- 
rated. Lee was an ignorant man who had worked in the 
fields, had becn a page up to the age of eighteen, had never 
acted as a juryman in any of the superior courts, and only 
served once or twice upon a coroner's jury. He, therefore, 
was wholly unaware that he was committing any infringe- 
ment of the law in sending Cuss to the court—certainly, ie 
never contemplated the gravity of such an oTence. Besides 
this, it was deserving of remark that neither he nor Cuss 
had any interest whatever in the trials at the September 
sessions, 

The Lorp Mayor 'observed that Cuss had nevertheless 
sat as a juryman on the very important trial of the journey- 
men tailors. 

Mr. Avory said he had forgotten to mention this remark- 
able circumstance,—that Lee called at the house of the 
summoning-oflicer after he received the’ summons, and be- 
fore the sessions were held. He was there told that he must 
come to the court himself, whereupon he avowed his inten- 
tion of sending his foreman in his stead. 

Poland said that if anything were wanted to show the 
ignorance of his client and the idea which was running in 
his mind that no law would be infringed by his sending his 
foreman in his stead, it would be furnished by the answer 
bo re it now appeared he had made to the returning 
officer. 

The Common-SERJEANT (after consulting with the Lord 
Mayor and the aldermen) said that nothing could exceed, 
as every member of the legal profession would admit, the 
importance of the consequences which might arise from 
such conduct as had been here adopted. A man, how- 
ever ignorant, must have very little knowledge of the 
world indeed who did not know that when he received 
a@ summons to attend as a juryman he was bound to 
appear personally. There appeared to be no doubt what- 
ever from the affidavits that Cuss had been sent to 
the court to discharge the duty of a juryman for Lee. 
Therefore, the Court were unanimously of opinion that the 
fine imposed by the learned Recorder was a proper one 
under the circumstances. But, looking at the position of 
the prisoner, and believing that the Recorder was not 
desirous of inflicting upon him a heavier punishment than 
he was able to bear, the majority of the Court were willing 
to remit £50 of the fine, and to make him pay only the re- 
maining £50. 

Mr. Alderman Hate said he dissented from the majority 
of the Court in this matter, and was of opinion that the full 
fine ought to have been imposed. Lee, in effect, had in- 
duced Cuss, his workman, to commit perjury, and in a 
matter so seriously affecting the administration of justice he 
(Mr. Alderman Hale) trusted the person who had committed 
perjury would be prosecuted. 

Mr. Avory stated that Lee would have to be committed 


‘to prison until the £50 fine was paid ; and the 


dropped. 


ANGEL HOTEL, GODALMING. 
(Before Vice-Chancellor MALIns.) 

Sept. 26.—Hoole v. The Great Western Railway Company, 
—Turner appeared for the plaintiff, who is the holder of 
Vale of Neath stock ; and he has filed his bill on behalf of 
himself and all other holders in a like position. His case is 
that, by the provisions of the Great Western Railway (Vale 
of Neath Amalgamation) Act, 1860, the proprietors of that 
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stock are entitled to a preference payment at the end of 
each half-year out of the moneys which, according to the 
Act, are to be considered the net profits of the company. 
The company having guaranteed the payment of £42,500 
half-yearly, he seeks a declaration that the Great Western 
Railway Company are not entitled to create or issue any 
preference or other shares or stock, or any debenture stock, 
for the purpose of paying any dividends or profits in respect 
of other shares in the company. He also prays that, if 
necessary, an account may be taken of the sums which have 
become properly payable in respect of the half-yearly sums 
of £42,500, and that all necessary declarations may be 
made and directions given to secure to the plaintiff, and 
those in whose behalf he sues, the relief which he asks. 

Kay, Q.C. (7. Stevens with him), opposed the application 
on behalf of the Great Western Railway Company, on its 
merits. But he also took an objection to his honour hearing 
the motion, on the ground that he was a bondholder to the 
extent of £500, and consequently was disqualified from 
dealing with it. 

His Honour, at the conclusion of the arguments, over- 
ruled the objection raised. by Mr. Kay. He said the late 
Lord Justice Knight Bruce, when Vice-Chancellor, though 
he was personally interested, had with the consent of both 
parties, heard a case as judge ; and, as he was sitting in the 
vacation when it was not competent to the plaintiff to apply 
elsewhere, he considered the well-established principle did 
not apply. However, he did not think a sufficient case had 
been made out for his interference, and should refuse the 
application, leaving the plaintiff to pursue his equities be- 
Vice-Chancellor Wood, in whose court the case was set 

own. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


QUESTIONS OF SANITY ON CRIMINAL TRIALS. a 

Sir,—A gentleman, who gigned himself ‘‘ Lex,” addressed 
a letter some days back to one of the evening papers, 
vindicating the law from charges often urged against it in 
connection with some of its doctrines and practices where 
questiens of criminal responsibility arise in the case of per- 
sons alleged to be not of sound mind. Of course every 
one connected with the law must feel pleased with the 
earnestness which he exhibits in defending the law against 
these attacks. Still, I must confess that I have some 
doubt whether he is as successful as he is earnest, and 
whether his efforts are as effective as they are doubtless 
well intended. 

He says, ‘‘ The practical questions in specific cases are 
whether A, B, had full knowledge of the nature of a given 
act and full power to do it or to abstain from doing it. The 
evidence that he had is the general presumption that all 
men have such knowledge and such powers, Theevidence 
that he had not is the fact that he suffered under a disease 
which in some cases destroys, and in cases leaves un- 
affected, his knowledge and his power. The ultimate 
question, therefore, is whether in this particular case the 
knowledge or the power were in effect destreyed by the 
cause which does sometimes, but not always, destroy both 
or either.” 

Surely there is an inconsistency in these two proposi- 
tions. If it be true, as ‘* Lex” alleges, that the absence of 
this knowledge and power is sufficiently evidenced b 
proof of the fact that A. B, suffered from a disease whic 
sometimes destroys and sometimes leaves unaffected his 
knowledge and power, one would think that the ultimate 
question would be whether he laboured under such a dis- 
ease, and not whether he laboured under such a disease, 
and that disease actually deprived him of the knowledge 
and power} for if the presence of such a disease is evidence, 
as stated, of want of the knowledge and power, then the 
person is entitled to an acquittal on the ground of insanity. 
Now what does “Lex” mean? That the proof of the pri- 
soner’s labouring under such a disease is sufficient ground 
for acquittal? or that it must be also proved that the dis- 
ease actually took away from the prisoner the knowledge 
of right and wrong, and the power of abstaining from what 
is wrong? 

But I think that ‘‘Lex” does not state quite accurately 
what the question really is in such cases. As far as I re. 
collect from what I saw of trials involving questiors of the 
sanity of prisoners, as well as from the reading of Taylor, 
the question which the medical witnesses are asked by the 





judges are:—‘‘ Was the prisoner able to distinguish right 
mahal and did he know that what he did was seni 
the law, and involved certain consequences ?”’ [ do not 
remember ever having heard a medical witness asked the 
uestion, had the prisoner the power to do or abstain from 
oing acertain act. “ Lex” hasstated what ought to be the 
westio probanda, but not what is; and thus in his zeal he 
= the law more credit than it really deserves. The test, 
as I have just stated it, was laid down substantially by all 
the judges in MacNaghten’s case in the House of Lords, 
Such is the meaning which Taylor extracts from their reso. 
lution in that case (and which it is obviously intended to 
convey) ; and he suggests the propriety of adding to the 
test, ‘‘whether the prisoner had the power of choosing 
between right and wrong.” This, however, has not been 
added as far as I am aware, though ‘‘ Lex” takes for 
granted that it has, It is to be wished that it were so. It 
is a reproach to our law that the test should be as at pre. 
sent, I have seen it stated over and over again by medi. 
cal men, in your columns and elsewhere, that there are 
numbers of insane persons, in the sense of being morally 
irresponsible, to whom the legal test would certainly not 
apply. 
go unwillingness that the law should obtain any sort of 
advantage through a false pretence (not intentionally so 
I am sure) was that which induced me to offer this slight 
eorrection. FLAW-FINDER. 





Tue New Companizs Act. 

Can any of your readers say what will be the legal effect 
of section 25 of this Act, which enacts that ‘‘ every share in 
any company shall be deemed and taken to be held subject 
to the payment of the whole amount thereof in cash,” unless 
otherwise determined by written contract filed with the 
rsgistrar, ‘‘ at or before the issue of such shares.” 

It appears to me that all holders of paid-up shares issued 
before this Act, for which the consideration was not a cash 
payment, are liable in the event of a winding-up to be called 
on to pay their full value in cash. . 

The answer to the question depends on whether this sec- 
tion is or is not retrospective. Can any one say ? 1% 


[We are obliged to our correspondent for this suggestion. 
No doubt, as he says, if section 25 be retrospective, all exist- 
ing owners of paid-up shares, where the whole or part of 
the consideration was paid in kind (as by the transfer of a 
goodwill, for instance), will, on a winding-up, be liable for 
calls to the full amount represented by their shares,—col- 
laterally, of course, with his right as a creditor in respect 
of the property which passed as consideration. 

We think, however, that there is little danger of section 
25 being construed by any Court as retrospective. Lord Coke’s 
well-known rule with respect to the operation of statutes is 
‘‘nova constitutio futuris formam ponere debet, non 

eteritis ;’’ and it appears to us that the comments on this 


pr 
rule made by Barons Rolfe and Alderson in Moon v. Durden, 


2 Exch. 22, followed in Jackson v. Woolley, 6 W. R. 686, 
apply with especial force to an enactment like section 25 of 
is Act.—Ep. 8. J.] 





Mr. Rovsr’s PRACTICAL CONVEYANCER. 

Sir, —We beg to express our thanks to you for your very 
fair notice of Rouse’s Practical Conveyancer. The blunder 
to which you refer—the absence of the notice of the case 
Taylor v. Meads, as to wills by married women—had, as 
soon as the book was issued, been discovered by the author, 
and all copies issued since have had inserted therein a slip 
drawing attention to the omission, of which the enclosed 1s 
& copy. Henry Butrerwortu & Son. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Leonard Joun Deacon has been A ver wii Deputy- 


Clerk of the Peace for the liberty of 
Mr. William Lawrance Bell. 

Mr. Paine Francs, Legal Vice-Consul, Chancellier, 
and Registrar to the Consular Court in has $ been 
appointed Her Majesty’s Consul-General and Ju 
Supreme Consular Court at Constantinople, vice Mr. Logie, 
deceased. Mr. Francis was called to the bar at the Middle 
Temple, in November, 1845, and formerly practised as 
speokal pleader on the Home Circuit and Surrey Sessions. 


eterborough, vice 
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He was appointed Law Clerk to the Supreme Consular Court 
_of the Levant, at Constantinople, in May, 1861, and became 
Vice-Consul, Chancellier, and Registrar to the same court 
in November of that year. He acted as judge of that 
court from July to November, 1862, and was ral on 
special service in Egypt in March and April, 1864. In No- 
vember of the same year he was appointed Legal Vice- 
Consul, Chancellier, and Registrar to the Consular Court in 
Egypt. The salary attached to the consular judgeship of 
Constantinople, to which Mr. Francis is now appointed, is 
£1,500 a-year. 

Mr. Jonn Connon, Barrister-at-Law, has been appointed 
to act as Senior Magistrate of Police, at Bombay, succeedin 
Mr. R. P. Barton, who has retired from the magisteria 
bench. Previous to being called to the bar, Mr. Connon 
was for many years Sgr and editor of the Bombay 
Gazette newspaper, originally the Gentleman's Gazette, and 
during that period was distinguished as a zealous advocate 
of public rights, having successfully combated the introduc- 
tion of several obnoxious local imposts. He was called to 
the bar at the Middle Temple, in June, 1858, and was for- 
merly a member of the Northern Circuit, practising as a 
special pleader at the Hull, Durham, and orthumberland 
Sessions. He soon afterwards returned to Bombay, and 
began practice at the bar there, filling also for some time the 
local office of coroner. Mr. Connon will act as chief magis- 
trate of Bombay during the absence of Mr. J. P. Bickersteth, 
formerly Government Solicitor of that Presidency, who is 
now on leave in England. 

Mr. JoserpH Woopcock, of 14, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, has 
been appointed a perpetual commissioner for taking the 
acknowledgments of deeds to be executed by married 
women in and for the county of Middlesex, also in and for 
the city and liberties of Westminster, and the city of 
London. 

Mr. Gzorce Muttow ABELL, of Gloucester, has been ap- 
- pointed a perpetual commissioner for taking the acknowledg- 
ments of deeds to be executed by married women, in and for 
the city of Gloucester, also in and for the county of 
Gloucester. 





IRELAND. 
CONSOLIDATED CHAMBER. 
Mr. Justice Morris sat Sept. 25, in the Court of Queen’s 
Bench to hear motions for the three superior law courts. 
ATTACHMENT MOTION. 


Evans v. Ellershaw.—Price, on behalf of the res 
' in this suit, age | in the Court of Chancery in 
i 


ndent 
ngland, 
in reference to a policy of insurance on the life of the Hon. 
Mr. Howard,who died two or three years ago at Dolphin’s- 
barn, Dublin, under circumstances which necessitated the 
holding of an inquest, moved for an attachment bp gra a per- 
son named Mary Lloyd, for disobedience of an order made by 
Judge Morris, directing her attendance on the 18th September, 
and following days, before an examiner appointed by the 
English Court of Chancery to take evidence in the suit. It 
appeared that the order was not served till after the 18th. 
udge Morris granted a conditional order for an attachment 
to be made absolute,unless cause shown to the contrary, on 
Tuesday next ; but not to be acted upon if the witness atten- 
ded upon the examiner at his next sitting, on the 11th of 
October, 


SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 
CoprFication—No. IV. 
A lecture delivered before the Articled Clerks’ Society, by 
E. Cartes, Esq., LL.B., of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at- 
Law, some time lecturer on Equity at the Incorporated Law 


Society. 
(Continued from p. 1026.) 

The last objections to the formation of a code which I 
will notice are the impossibility of obtaining sufficient 
help to frame it, and the impracticability of passing it 
through Parliament when framed. I believe both these 
objections to be visio . It is constantly said that 
although it might not be difficult to prevail upon Parlia- 
ment to give an authoritative sanction to a digest which 








only pretended to be a summary ef existing decisions, it 
would be hopeless to ask Parliament so to confide in the 
work of a few codifiers as to submit to their re-expression 
of principles of existing law, their reconciliation of con- 
flicting cases, their abrogation of obsolete or manifestly un- 
just decisions, or their suggestions ef amendments of the 
wy mae Nye ~ be mode of dealing with future cases, 
ink this feeling is greatly ted. If good men 
are appointed te do the work,jmy belief is that Parliament 
will readily accept the substantial part of their labours. 
The whole history of the law reforms of the past half. 
century proves this. 
Take for example the legislation on the subject of real 
property or of the proceedure in the courts of law and 


equity. 

The Fines and Recoveries Abolition Act, the Statute of 
Limitations, the Chancery Amendment Act, 1852, and the 
Common Law Procedure Act, 1852. All these Acts were the 
embodiment in careful language of the recommendations of 
the various commissions who sat upon the questions. ‘ 

I should like to know what more sweeping oa 
could have been intreduced into our law by means of a 
code than were introduced in the Act which abolished 
Fines and Recoveries, yet there was no difficulty in the per- 
formance either of what may be called the ministerial 
duty (i.e., the duty of preparing and embodying the pro- 
posed new law in a systematic form), or of the legislative 
duty (i.e., the passing of this new proposal into a law). 

The commissioners made their suggestions; these were 
handed to Mr. Brodie, the eminent conveyancer, who pre- 
pared the draft of the Act of Parliament, and this was 
afterwards passed into law by Parliament without any 
substantial alteration. The Act in question remains in 
our Statute-book a standing memorial of the success which 
attends the efficient delegation of proposed changes in the 
law to a selected few. The commissioners did their work 
well, but so happy was the draftsman, that few statutes 
have been subjected to so little judicial interpretation as this 
Act. The Wills Act is a painful illustration the other way, 
But the truth of the matter’is, that the completién of such 
an undertaking as a code depends only upon the employ- 
ment of an efficient staff to do the work, I think that men 
can be found competent to discharge this duty. The ten- 
dency of modern legal study has been to enlarge the sphere 
of knowledge of the student—to introduce him to wider 
fields of culture, to make him better acquainted with the 
Roman law and the various modern continental 1 
The objection brought by Mr. Austin against lish 
lawyers that their knowledge was “ peculiarly technical 
and partial, and that mo English lawyer is master even of 
English law, and has therefere no notion of that inter- 
dependency of parts of a system on which its successful 
codification must depend,” will, I hope, become less true, 
There are indeed two distinct gifts required for the pur- 
pose. You must have men to undertake what Mr. Austin 
calls the ethical part of the work, i.¢., ‘‘to conceive justly 
what would be useful law,” and also men to perform the 
technical part of the work, ¢.¢., to give expression, in lan- 
guage, to the design of the lawgiver. Whether Mr. 
Austin’s view, that the latter is the rarer faculty of the two, 
is sound may, I think with Mr. Mill, be open to question, 
but that the gifts are distinct is obvious when we look at 
the results of the efforts of many of our great lawyers as 
law reformers, 

The practical mode in which a code should be prepared 
is, of course, a matter of the first importance. There must 
be, I apprehend—first, the report of the codifiers; 
secondly, the revision and approval of the judges; and, 
thirdly, the sanction of the Legislature. 

This order of proceeding was followed in the ion 
of the French Cede, the Code of Lower Canada tok tee 
New York Code of Civil Procedure, In the Indian Code 
the stage of judicial approval has been dispensed with, but 
inasmuch as the Indian Law Commission has contained 
some of the most eminent of our judges, the advantage 
to be gained by a judicial sanction has been to a great 
extent attained, 

In some departments of the work—as, for example, in 
that part of the code which relates to commercial law and 
the law of partnership—it might be well for us to imitate 
the course taken by the Prussian Government in the con- 
stitution of a commission to settle the Code of Negotiable 
Paper for Germany—viz., to add to the lawyers on the 
commission statesmen and merchants, 
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I have referred to the objection that it would be imprac- 
ticable to pass a code through Parliament. I believe that 
if it were taken under separate headings it would be quite 
easy. Iam glad here to refer to a high authority in favour 
of this view. I have heard it stated by Mr. Lowe—whose 
experience in such matters is equal to that of any member 
of Parliament—that he considers this objection visionary. 
He illustrated his remark by referring to a piece of codi- 
fication which he had under his charge while at the 
Board of Trade, and which he carried satisfactorily 
through Parliament; viz., the legislation on the subject of 
limited liability, which was successively completed by 
Mr. Lowe when Vice-President of the Board of Trade. 
This measure, which consisted of upwards of 110 sections, 
was passed through Parliament without any substantial 
alteration being made during the progress ef the bill. 

I will mention, before concluding, the twoschemes which 
have been actually suggested on the subject of my leeture. 

One scheme is that propesed by Lord Westbury (June, 
1863)—viz., te form a complete digest of the statute and 
case law, with a view to subsequent codification. 

The other is that suggested by Sir James Wilde at York 
in 1864—viz., to prepare a code to the extent of a re-ex- 
pression of the existing law, but to leave such a code to 
work its own way and to abstain from legislative inter- 
ference with existing authorities, ‘I would not,” he says, 
‘*that the authority of the cases should necessarily be 
extinguished by the authority of the digest, unless ex- 
pressly set aside and inconsistent with decisions better 
approved. I would have all decisions remain of authority, 
content to await the time when the life shall have passed 
into their offspring, and they fall away by themselves and 
pass inte a sure decay.” 

From what I have said to-night it will be unnecessary to 

repeat the objection to both these propositions, Lord 
Westbury’s view is no doubt implied in that of a code, and 
its adoption would be unquestionably a strong step in the 
direction of a code; but I cannot help feeling very strongly 
that in order to make any effort in the direction of this 
reform worthy of the country, it should be on the 
grandest scale, and that it will be the wisest course to 
take up the question with a view of framing a code which 
shall provide in the broadest way for the wants of the 
time. 

N.B.—Since this lecture was delivered the Digest of 

Law Commissioners have issued their first report,* in which 
Lord Westbury’s view of the desirability of forming a digest 
with a view to a code is adopted. 





OBITUARY. 


DR. WATERMEYER. 

The death is reported of Egidius B. Watermeyer, od 
LL.D., second ion Judge tithe Supreme Court or ake 
Cape of Good Hope, which occurred at Adelaide-road, Hamp- 
stead, on the 21st of September. Dr. Watermeyer was 
called to the bar at the Inner Temple, in April, 1847, ard 
was appointed a puisne judge at the Cape of Good Hope in 
May, 1858. The office is worth £1,200 per annum. 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 


Last Quotation, Sept’ 19, 1867, 
Official List of the actual business transacted.} 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 
3 per Cent, Consols, 944 Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, Oct. 8, 944 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 204 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 923 Ex Bills, £1000, 34 per Ct. 30pm 
‘tto, m 


Ditto, p Pp 

Ditto, £100 & £200, 30 pm 

Bank of England Stock, 54 per 
Ct, (last half-year) 

Jan, ’60— Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stk., 104 p Ct.Apr.’74, 222 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72, 105 
Ditto for Account Ditto, yeah May,’79, 110 
Ditto Sper Cent., July, 80 1134 ~- vn tures, per Cent., 
t,— April, 64 — 


Ditto for Account, 

Ditto 4 per Czat., Oct. 8% Do. Do., & per Cent,, Aug. 73 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds,.5 per{Ct., £1000, 65 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., sper Cont. 89 | Litto, ditto, under £1000, 65 pm. 


® Vide supré, 099. 


[From the 











RAILWAY STOCK. 





Shares. | 


Stock 
Stock 


Railways. - |Closing Prices, 








Bristol and Exeter 
Caledonian 
Glasgow and South-Western 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .... 
Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 
Great Northern 
Do., A Stock* 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western— Original 
Do., West Midland—Oxford 
Do., do.—Newport 
Lancashire and Yorkshire 
London, Brighton, and South Coast 
London, Chatham, and Dover. 
London and North-Western.... 
London and South-Western . 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Metropolitan 
Midland 
Do., Birmingham and Derby 
Stock | North British 
Stock | North London 
10 Do., 1866 ... 
Stock | North Staffordshire 
Stock | South Devon 
Stock | South-Eastern 
Stock | Taff Vale 
10 Do., C ... 











Stock 
Stock 
Stock 


























100 




















* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B, 


Money Market AnD City INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday Night. 
We have no alteration to make in our report. ‘{‘he bullion 
plethora continues (though in the Bank of France, from causes 
which are probably temporary, it has just now diminished), and 
speculation seems asleep. The foreign news of the week has 
occasioned a slight depression, as well in the English funds as in 
the share-markets, and in most descriptions of foreign securities, 
the latter more espevially, British railways, of the more specu- 
lative investments, have shown the greatest tendency to firmness. 
The Bank rate of discount remains unaltered, and everything 
seems to indicate a large amount of capital, not, es - 
ing employment, but, at any rate, capable of being employed. 
In France the Credit Mobillier shares continue to decline. 
Rentes are slightly more buoyant than of late, the latest quota- 
tion being 691. 20c. 








THe rules for the guidance of the Bar are as s ent as 
those which regulate the wages of any tfades’ union, pe are far 
more binding, because they have the express sanction of the 
law. The Lord Chief Justice of England may not contravene 
them. A case in point transpired in the Crown Court at the 
Liverpool Assizes on Thursday, on the motion of Mr. J.B. 
Aspinall, Q.C., to quash the indictment against the Messrs. 
Rankin, on the ground that the prosecutor had violated the 
Vexatious Indictments Act, in nct having entered into the 
required recognisances. As showing that the prosecution was 
intended to annoy the defendants, and to act injuriously upon 
their extensive business by being held over from time to ti 
the learned counsel stated that no counsel had been instru 
to appear for the prosecution, and that no one was then present 
with the prosecutor to proceed with the indictment. The pro- 
secutor hereupon stated that his solicitor was present, and, with 
his repent pr err would address.the Court. ‘The learned 

about to call upon that person to do so, when 4 
ected wi 


judge appear 

Bolton, e senior member of the Bar present not conn 
the case, interposed an objection to Mr. Smith’s being, heard, on 
the ground that in that court, while his lordship was sitting, 


no attorney could be heard if counsel were present. This was 
ruled to be so, his lordship observing that as counsel were pre- 
sent Mr. Smith could not address the Court as representing the 
prosecutor, but that he might do so as a party to the indictment; 


a position into which the attorney declined to place himself.— 


Liverpool Albion. 

Dogs Sent By Rait.—At the Small Debt Court held at Edin- 
burgh recently, before Sheriff Hallard, Charles C. Becke, solicitor, 
Northampton, sued the North British Railway Company for £13 
for loss of a pointer dog, which was killed in transit between Edin- 
burgh and Northampton on the 22nd August, 1866, Itappeared 
from the evidence and statements of parties that the dog was 
forwarded from Edinburgh by the morning express train, with 
a chain ond oclies neces, y ich the aor as a the com- 

ny thought sufficient for the purpose of keeping the dog secure 
In transit but in this they sae mistaken, for while it was bei 
conveyed properly fastened by the chain to the spoke of a w: 
inside the guard’s van, it became restless, broke the chain, then 
aged out at the van window near Warrington, on the 
and North-Western Railway, and was thereby killed, Mr. 
Rennie from the office of Mr. Macrac, W. 8., Edinburgh, ap 
for the pursuer, and argued that the company, 98 common car- 
riers, were bound to carry and deliver the dog safely, and as it 
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Wool. Cea not in a —_ 

P: who appeared for the 
company, examined the to show that the dog was 
securely fastened by the chain to the spoke ef a wheel inside 
the ’s van, and without any fault whatever of his, 
it broke the chain near the collar, and escaped as above described. 
leaving a portion of the chain in the van. He also examin 
other witnesses to shew that it was the practice to send, and 
that parties preferred sending, valuable dogs, such as the one in 
uestion, in the fused van, under the charge of the guard, to 
that of shutting em up in a confined carriage boot, for besides 
having more freedom, they do not run the risk of getting distem- 
per, which often lingers in boots. He further maintained that 
the company was not liable, as the dog escaped owing to a latent 
defect in the chain which belonged to the pursuer, and was given 
to the company as travel-worthy. He quoted the Act 17 & 
18 Vict. c. 31, s.7, which states that railway companies are only 
to be held liable for the loss of, or injury to, any animal in trans 
sit oecasioned by neglect or default of the carrier, and argued, 
as the fault lay entirely with the _— in sending the dog 
with an improperchain, he should the loss. The sheriff 
said he was of opinion that it was the duty of the pursuer to 
homo delivered hatha ts the company with a chain fit to secure 
it during the ordinary course of transit, and as it had been 
clearly proved that its escape was — a latent defect in the 
chain, and not through any neglect or default of the company, he 
must hold that they are not liable.—Scotsman, 


was being conveyed in the 
boot, they were liable. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 


“Sept. 17.—By Messrs. CrawTer. 
old estate, comprising a residence with farm, homestead, cottages, 
and 127a 2r Op of arable, pasture, and meadow land, known as Bowyer’s 
Place, Steep, Hants; also Flexcombe-farm, Siss, Hants, comprising 
farmhouse, homestead, buildings, and 154a lr 30p of arable and meadow 
land—Sold for £13,200. 
Sept. 20.—By Messrs. Fostsr. 
Leasehold residence, No. 17, Canterbury-villas, Maida-vale, with garden, 
coach house, and stabling, let on leases at £145 per annum; term 65 
years unexpired at £14 per annum—Sold for £1,700, 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS, 

BATTYE—On Sept. 19, at Hardwicke Grange, Salop, the wife of Richard 
Battye, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

gee nt hg Sept. 24, at Fulham, the wife of James J. Darley, Esq., of 
a daughter. 

FOSTER—On Sept. 1, at 55, Belgrave-road, 5.W., the wife of Edward J, 
Foster, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of Lincoln’s-inn, of a son. 

TOLLER—On Sept. 22, at No, 6, St. Stephen’s-crescent, Westbourne- 
park, the wife of Edward W. Toller, Esq., of a son, 


MARRIAGES. 

AWDRY—MEREWETHER—On Sept. 24, at Bowden-hill, Wilts, 
Ambrose, son of Sir John Awdry, of Notton-house, Wilts, to Cecil 
en daughter of Henry Alworth Merewether, Esq., Q.C., of Bow- 

en-hill. ; 

BOMPAS—WHITE—On Sept. 20, at Regent’s-park Chapel, Henry Mason 
Bompas, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of the Inner Temple, ‘to Rachel 
a daughter of the Rev. Edward White, of Tuffaell-park, 

olloway. 

CLOVER—SPARKS—On Sept. 26, at St. George’s, Hanover-square, 
John P, Clover, Esq., M.A., Barrister-at-Law, to Esther Ann, daughter 
of the late John Sparks, Esq., of Clifton-hall, Cumberland. 

COCHRAN—CAMPBELL—On Sept. 24, at 13, Chanonry, Old Aberdeen, 
Alexander Cochran, Esq., Advocate in Aberdeen, to Mary Hamilton, 
daughter of the Very Rev. Peter Colin Campbell, D.D., Principal of the 
University of Aberdeen. 

COVENTRY—CARMICHAEL—On Sept, 19, at Trinity Episcopal Church, 
Edinburgh, Henry John Coventry, Esq., Writer to the Signet, to Mary 
Jane Douglas, daughter of Michael Thomson Carmichael, Esq., of East- 
end, Lanarkshire. 

HADLEY—WILKINSON—On Sept. 24, at St. Stephen’s Church, Shep- 
herd’s-bush, Edward Alfred Hadley, Esq., M.A., Barrister-at-Law, 
Fellow of Trinity College, Cambridge, to Georgiana Elizabeth, 
cughter of the Rev. W, F, Wilkinson, B.D., of Keith-road, Shepherd’s- 


LANGBORNE—ROSE—On Sept. 18, at the parish church of St. Michael, 
Malton, Frank Langborne, Esq., Solicitor, Malton, to Esther, daughter 
of Edward Rose, Esq., of the same place, 

PHILBRICK—BEADEL—On Sept. 19, at the parish church, St. 
Leonard's-on-Sea, Egerton Philbrick, Esq., Solicitor, Hastings, to 
Ean f daughter of the late James Beade!, Eaq., of Broomfield-lodge, 


DEATHS, 

BADDELEY—On Sept. 23, Elizabeth, wife of John Baddeley, Esq., 
Solicitor, of Hurstville, Forest-hill, Kent, formerly of No. 48, Leman: 
street, Goodman’s-fields. 

BILTON—On Sept, 25, at Ivy-cottago, Brixton-hill, Thomas Bilton, Esq., 
Solicitor, aged 70, 

FENWICK—On Sept. 15, at Cullercoats, Northumberland, aged 53, 
Henry William Fenwick, Esq., Solicitor, of Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

LEISHMAN-— On Sept. 18, at Braid-house, John Leishman, Esq., Writer 
to the Signet, 18, mmond-place, Edinburgh, 

WATERMEY BR—On Sept. 21, at 150, Adelaide-road, Hampstead, E. B, 
Watermeyer, Esq., LL.D., Second Puisne Judge of the Supreme Court 
COLL @ Geol Hepe, Rewport, th aged 05 

, at Newport, Monmouthshire, » Mary 
Elizabeth, with of Mousa Woolitt, Boq., Slieltor 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


GM inding-up of Joint Stock Companies 
Frrpay, Sept.'20, 1867. 
Limirgp 1n CHANCERY. 
Ceylon Coffee Estates Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up 
—_ Sept 18, direc to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
lins on Nov 8, Hill & Co, Throgmorton-st, solicitors for the 
petitioners. 
Sranyanrgs or Cornwatt. ” 
‘Wheal Trevenna Tin and Copper Mining Company (Limited).—Peti- 
_ tion for winding up, presented Aug 31, directed to be heard before 
the Vice-Warden, at the College Hall, Exeter, on Sept 30, at 1. 
Affidavits intended to be used at the hearing, in opposition to the 
petition, must be filed at the Registrar’s Office, Truro, on or before 
Sept 26, and notice thereof must at the same time be given to the 
petitioner, his solicitor, or his agents. Hodge & Co, Truro, soli- 
citors for the petitioner. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, Sept. 20, 1867. 
a rages Friendly Society, Britannia Inn, Tredegar, Monmouth 
pt 14. 


Liverpool Female Friendly Society, Saving’s Bank, Liverpool. Sept 13. 
ea Park Lodge, Times Inn, Dalton-le-Dale, Durham. 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Viet. cay. 35. 

Last Day of Claim. 

Fripay, Sept. 20, 1867. 

Bate, Emma, Bromley, Kent, Widow. Nov 1. Haycock, 
Beale, Mary, Bromsgrove, Worcester, Widow. Nov 1. Sanders, 


Bromsgrove. 
—- a Sheffield, Merchant. Oct 3!. Gainsford & Bramley, 


eld. P ° 
— Framlingham, Suffolk, Farmer. Nov2i. Clubbe, Fram- 
ingham. 

Farrance, Harriot, St. Mary Abbot’s-ter, Kensington, Spinster. Nov 


1. Haycock, College-hill. 
Gilmore, John, Clifton, Bristol, Gent. Novi. Fussell & Pritchard, 


Bristol. 
oy: Leonard, Ripe, Sussex, Cattle Salesman. Oct 29. Holman, 
wes. : 
— John, Gisburne, York, Gent. Oct 21. Cattley & Fryer, 
reston. 
Howting,Ohas John Philip, 2" aaa West Smithfield, Grocer. 


Nov!, Haycock, College-hill. 
Neve, Thos, Benenden, Kent. Nov7. Neve & Co, Cranbrook, 
Oct 11. Wayman, Cam. 


ere Mary Anne, Cambridge, Brewer. 
ridge. 
Pope, Sacgenet, Staines, Spinster. Nov 20. Ashby, Clement’s-lane, 
m. -st. 
Taylor, Mary Ann, Leamington, Warwick, Spinster. Nov 1. Sanderse 
Bromsgrove. 
Lucinda, Henrietta, Walton, Worcester, Spinster, Dee 34. Allen, 


Worcester. 


Robert, Joseph, Wolstenholme, Sheffield, Glass Cutter. Nov 16. 
Sugg, Sheffield. 


Woodward, Eliz, Malvern-wells, Worcester, Widow. Octl. Beale, 
Worcester. , 


i Tusspay, Sept. 24, 1967. 
Blagrave, John, Calcot Lodge, Tilehurst, Berks, Esq. Dec 21. Lamb 
& Co, Basingstoke. 
Gill, Septimus Bonson, Westminster-bridge-rd, Lambeth, Upholsterer, 
Nov l. Rhodes, Church-ct, Clement’s-lane. 
Holman, Nicholas, St Just, Cornwall, Iron Founder. Nov 30. Bor- 
lase & Milton, Penzance. 
ey Richa mate Pembrey, Carmarthen, Flour Merchant. Oct 1. 
reen, en. 
Lioyd, Rev. Chas, Cardigan, Waunifor, Oct 10. Green, Camarthen. 
Lovejoy, Rebecca, Shacklewell, Spinster. Oct 10. Terrell & Cham- 
berlain, Basinghall-st. 
Marsan, Edwd, Milford, Millwright. Nov 20. Jackson, Belper. 
Martin, Hannah, Turnditch, Derby, Spinster. Nov 20. Jackson, 


Belper. 
Matlienom, Wm, Leeds, Merchant. Nov 1, Rawson & Co, Leeds, ., 
Purkis, John, Sturmer, Essex, Esq. Oct 24. Jackson, Haverhill. 
Smith, Challis, Mildmay-pk, Islington, Victualler, Oct 30. Potter, 
King-st, Cheapside. 
Stinchcombe, Wm Hy, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Nov 25, 


Stroud, Cheltenham. 
Webb, Jas, Lower Edmonton, Licensed Victualler. Nové. Jenkinson 


Fenchurch-st. 

Woodward, Chas Howard, Upper Arley, Stafford, Gent. Nov 25. 
Ellis & Field, Lpool. 

Wesmapna, Thos, Hong Kong, China, Gent. Nov 25. Ellis & Field, 


pool. 
Wright, Elia Emma, Parsons-green, Fulham, Widow. Nov 11. 


Robinson, Charterhouse-sq. 


Deeds registecedO pursuant te Bankruptey Nel, 1861. 
* Fripay, Sept. 20, 1867. 
Atkin, Wm, Leeds, York, Hosier, Sept 2. Comp. Reg Sept 20. 
Aaeek, Sut Upper Tooting, Surrey, Draper. Sept7. Asst. Reg 


Sept 19. 
Regal, We Gallimore, Manch, Oil Merchant. Septll. Comp, Reg 
Sept 


Bally Frais Newoeastle-upon-Tyne, Boot Maker. Sept 5, Asst, Reg 
Sept 19, : 
Briscoe, Thos, Leatherland, Lancaster, Saddler, Sept 7. Asst, Reg 


Sept 1% 
Prowa, John a Burham-ter, Richmond, Gent, Sept 17. 


Comp. Reg Sept 20, 
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Seen es Leonard Foster, Beverley, York, Grocer. Sept 10. Conv. 
x pt 
Culver, arr, Francis-st, Tottenham-ct-rd, out of business. Aug 


29. Comp. Reg Sept 18. 
Curtois, Wn, Sotby, Linedia; Farmer, Septll. Comp. Reg Sept 17. 


a oy Robt, Caerwys, Flint, Shopkeeper. Sept 14. Asst. Reg 
Dobell, Chas Richa, Lamb's Condait-st, Red Lion-sq, Tailor. Aug 14. 
Inspectorship. Reg Sept 
buie John Alex, phil Kent, Tailor. Sept 6. Comp. Reg 
pt 19. 
ee Jenner, Kasthothey, Sussex, Draper. Aug 23. Asst. 
Wim E Leadenhall-st, Merchants. Aug 29. 


ay igs ne The Wharves, Paddington, Contractor. Aug 23. 
88 


Gerhold, Necboboas, G Goldsmiths’-row, Hackney-rd, Baker. Sept 16. 
Comp. Reg Sept 20. 
carn Y coe Birmingham, Wire Worker. Aug 28, Asst, Reg 
Haddook, ee Se John, Ice Well Wharf, Camden-town. Sept 14. Comp. 
g Sept 2 
rege Edwin, Herne-hill, Kent, Waiter. Sept 2. Comp. Reg 
Harder, ~ Macclesfield, Chester, out of business. Aug 24. Asst, 
Hares, Wy Bilston, Stafford, Currier. Sept 10. Oomp. Reg 
Jack, Hy, St Bees, Cumberland, Grocer. Aug 27. Asst. Reg 
Kolleway, Edd, Fre , Freshwater, Isle of Wight, Coal Merchant. Aug $1. 
g Sept 20 
iitog Bpt 2. Withington, Gloucester, Farmer. Aug 31. Asst. 
pt 2 
archant, Wm, Qeiterat, Bethnalegreen, Cigar Maker. Sept 2. 
= Reg Sept 17. 
Mathews, Chas Toot, High- we Bloomsbury, Gas Lamp Manufacturer. 
Sept 13. Comp. Reg Sept 19. 
McDermott, Edwd, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Shoe Maker. Aug 20, 
Asst. Reg Sept i7. 
— Blackburn, Lancaster, Draper. Aug 30. Asst. Reg 
Sogu Chas, Kingston-upon-Hull, Draper. Sept 4. Asst. Reg 
ail iy, New Ferry, Chester, Victualler. Aug 21. Asst. Reg 
Morris, Case tamper, Ely, Cambridge, Clothier. Aug 23. Comp. 
aorta Wm, Easington-lane, Durham, Grocer. Sept 5. Asst. 


Nicholas, Jog Lpool, Oil Refiner. Sept 19. Comp. Reg Sept 20. 
— ion & Isaac Norris, Bedford, Grocers. Aug 22. Asst. Reg 


yer, Edwa, Brunswick-sq, Merchant. Sept 20. Comp. Reg 


odon, i Barnet, Herts, Tailor. Aug 28. Asst. Reg Sept 19. 
Oswald, Geo By, Hetton-le-Hole, Durham, Boot Dealer. Aug 23. Cony. 


Reg Sept 19, 
Owen, Wm, Carnarvon, Draper. Aug 20. Asst. Reg Sept 16. 
Aug 31. Comp, 


Owens, Thos, Holywell, Flint, Builder. 
Sept 20, 
— a Scarborough, York, Tailor. Aug 21. Asst. 
Sept 11. Asst. 


Pots, Tt Thos Edwd, Dover, Kent, Victualler. 

Pint eraitl Thos, Huddersfield, York, Currier. Sept 2. Asst. 

Rolfe * Wm, Hertford, Herts, Corn Dealer, Sept 11. 

Aug 28. Comp. 
Aug 22. Asst. 
Aug 28. Comp. 
Asst. 

Asst. 


Reg 
Reg 


Comp. 

Reg 
Reg 
Reg 
Reg 
Seo 1 — Leeds, Livery Stable Keeper. Sept 18. Reg 


Sept 
Scrivener, Hayter, Brookfield-ter, York-rd, Highgate New-town, out 
of business. Se t4. Comp. Reg Sept 19. 
Semark, Wm, Maidstone, Kent, Draper. Aug 23. Asst. Reg Sept 19, 
Chereig tam Bollington, Chester, Grocer. Septl2. Comp. Reg 


Sept I 
B.-A John poten ena; Salop, Coal Merchant. Aug 
23. Comp. Reg Sept! 
a4 ge Le’ yey Baran, Bedford, Hay and Corn Dealer. 
4 ti 
ahem, sae Ghpelion, MEE Plumber. Sept 16, Comp. 
Reg Sept 2 
Tayler, Chas, Bradford, York, Tailor. Sept 13. Asst. Reg Sept 17. 
Tate OY Bell, Manch, Commercial Clerk, Sept 13. Asst. Reg 
Aug 23. Asst, 


Thompson, W Wm, Workington, Cumberland, Draper. 

eg Sept 

Turner, Sfecibon Wm, Beulah-pl, Gomabeitige-st. Bethnal-green, Stone- 
mason. Sept2. Comp. Reg Se 

wag Bape 0 Allen, Clarges-st, Piccadilly, Gent. Sept 19. Comp. 

eg pt 2 

Ward, Alfd Jas, Het, omens, Cigarette Manufacturer. 
Aug 31. Comp. 

Weeette » Thos, Hochaato Ta cman Painter. Aug24, Asst. Reg 


Whentiey, Thos, & Fredk nd Clarke, Ipswich, Suffolk, Grocers, A) 
22, Comp, Beg Sept 1 pecas ” 


Sept 19. 
Rosenberg, Adolph, Birm, General Factor. 
Roylanee, Edwin, Gt Warford, Chester, Joiner. 
Raneel oe Dowton, Brompton-rd, Grocer. 
Samuel, 7 asad Lewis, Lpool, Comm Agent. Aug 26. 





Mey Francis, Southampton, Grocer. Aug 23. Comp, Reg 
wilson, Jas, Birm, Carpet Furniture Dealer. Aug 22. Comp. Reg 


Sept 
Tuespay, Sept. 24, 1867. 


— Wm, Noble-st, Warehouseman. Sept 3. Asst. Reg 
Sept 2 


FP ~ ag Wm Thos, Saml Augustus Nichols, & Carter Hawking 
Ren Bente Baxenden, Lancaster, Cotton Spinners. Sept 4. Comp, 

Benno, vas Po aad Swansea, Glamorgan, Tailor. 
Berry, nao, ao, fons, Yeadon, York, Cloth Manufacturer. 

—— Boni Morley, York, Manufacturer, Aug 3l. 

piyte Thos, Lpool, Block and Mast Maker. Sept 6. Comp. Reg 

Coghlan, es, Ladbrooke-rd, Kensington, Gent. Sept 18. Comp, 

Asst. Reg Sept 23, 


“Reg Sept 23. 
Cooke Wm, Gislingham, Suffolk, Farmer. 28. 
Cormiand, M ~<a Manch, slik Maautae ufacturer, Sept 16, 


2 Tebt Le , & Wm Leng, Mosbrough, York, Machinists, 
ug 27. 
Davis Hy emia Southampton, Upholsterer. Aug 26. 
mp. Reg Sept 2 
Comp. Reg Sept 21, 
‘Asst. 


Aug 29, 
Aug 27, 
Cony. Reg 


Doran, Edwd Joseph, Lpool, Printer. Sept 11. 
— heey North Shields, Northumberland, Grocer. Aug 31. 

g 
—_, Jas, Coventry, Licensed Victualler. Sept 18. Comp. Reg: 


Sept 2 
Faiers, Sampson, Suffolk-ter, Poplar, Grocer. Sept 20, Asst. Reg 


}) 
Furness, John Geo, & —_, Knee, Agar-st, Strand, Auctioneers, 
Aug 27. Comp. Reg Sept 2 
Goldstein, Geo, Fleet- st Cigar Merchant. Sept 17. Comp. Reg Sept 23. 
Hallam, Wm, Lpool, Currier. Sept19. Comp. Reg Sept 20, 
—e “Chas Robt, Rhyl, Flint, Innkeeper. Aug 28. Comp. ° 


Hable’ te Tee Thos, Tonbridge Wells, Kent, Engineer. Aug 24. 
“7 Reg Sept 21. 
Hanson, Lydia Louisa, Clarendon-rd, Notting-hiil, Widow. Sept 17. 


Comp. Reg Sept 23. ; 
arrison, Saml North-Grove East, Mildmay-pk, Merchant’s 
Clerk. Sept iS. Asst. Reg Sep 


—s Wm, sen, Accrington, Lancaster, Cloth Manufacturer. Sept 
Comp. g Sept 20, 
Hindsom Joseph, Li pool, Corn Merchant. Sept 20. Asst. Reg Sept 24. 
Isaacs, Hy, & Joseph ‘Britton, Bevis-marks, St Mary-axe, Carvers. 
Sept 17. Comp. 4 
—s Edwin, jun, Dentabie, Bedford, Bonnet Manufacturer, 
28. Asst. Reg Sept 20. 
Kis, omer | Pendleton, Lancaster, Confectioner... Aug 31. Comp. 
Reg Sept 21. 
Knight, John Hy, Wolston, Warwick, Farmer. Sept 20. Comp. Reg 
23. 
Marks Geo, West Chinnock, Somerset, Grocer. Aug 27. Asst. Reg 
Pp 
Marshall, Wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Bricklayer. Aug 27. Asst. Reg 
pt 20. 
Mine boos 30 Timothy, Pakefield, Suffolk, Grocer. Aug 26. Cony, 
Reg 20. 
Miles, Thos Mountain Ash, Glamorgan,Grocer. Sept 17, Comp. 
Re 24, 
Milnes, vm, Jas Milnes, Enock Sutcliffe, & John Webster, Bradford, 
York, Worstead Manufacturer. Aug 29. Asst. Reg Sept 23. 
_ Wm, Whitechapel-rd, Ironmonger. Sept13. Comp, Reg 
pt 20. 
Morgan, Evan, Tonyrefail, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. Sept 13. 
Comp. Reg Sept 24. 
Nichols, Saml Augustus, & Wm Thos Ashton, Over Darwen, Lan- 
caster, Cotton Manufacturers. Aug 23. Comp. Reg Sept 20. 
Parsons, Saml Thos, Barnet-st, Hackney-rd, Oil and Colourman. Sept 
7. Comp. Reg Sept 20. 
Perkins, po Sh a Tinsmith. Sept 18. Comp. Reg Sept 23. 
Moos. Wer bows Whi teley Wood, York, Wire Manufacturer. Aug 26. 
m 
Roddie Eawe Hl Toland Seyet Kensington, Horse Dealer. Sept 
18. ne Reg Sept 2 
= — ihessiven, | Grocer. Aug 26, Asst. Reg 


Rights, Wm Wignall, Chorley, Chester, Saddler. Sept 9. Comp. 
Sept 23, 

miley, aa, Ripponden, York,Innkeeper. Sept8. Comp. Reg 

it 2 

Rowe, Jo John, Hartlepool, Durham, Confectioner. Sept 16. Comp. Reg 
Rubeastein, Salomon, eet Dalston, German Merchant. Aug 
28. Comp. Reg Sept 

_ Sy tosses, Old Kent-rd, Engineer. Sept 18. Comp. 
Joan, Kirkburton, York, Linen Draper. Sept 3. Asst. Reg 


hafto, Jas, Coxnoe, Durham, Grocer. Aug 26. Comp. Reg Sept 21. 
eh Robt, Jarrow, Durham, Grocer.: Aug 31. Comp. Reg 


Sept 19. 
— Jas, Hartlepool, Durham, Butcher. Sept 18, Asst. Reg 
pt 20. - 
Tan ee Scott, Nottingham, Comm Agent, Sept 11. Comp. 
pt 20 
Tomlinson, Jas, oon Lancaster, Schoolmaster. Sept 14. 


Comp. Reg Sept 23. 
Tyson, Wm, Kingston-u m-Hull, Joiner. Aug 27, Asst. Sept 20, 
bk) Jas, Worcester, Tailor. Sept ll. Comp. Reg Sept 24. 

Woodall arab Leeds, York, Joiner. Aug 28. nv. gz Sept 23, 

Ambrose Healas, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. Sept 10. 


Asst. Reg Sept 21. 
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Bankrupts. 
Farpay, Sept. 20, 1867, 
Austen, John Wi tworth, Brighton, Sasser” Co Agent. Pet Sept 
n Wen n, mm Agen e 
18. Oct 9 at ll. ree Basinghall-st. 


Barber, Saml, Gorles pea SR) Sm: Owner. Pet Sept 16. Oct 3 
at 12. Linklaters & , Wall rook. 


, Jas, Little Stanhope-st, Mayfair, Builder. Pet Sept 18, Oct 
Oat ll. bar Moojen, Southampton-st. 

Carr, -rd, Haverstock-hill, Private Tutor. Pet 
Sept 14, Oct 3 at aT8 Copping, aan Doctors’-commons. 
Cousins, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 16 (for pau). Oct 
3atl. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 


4 
Joseph, Old Town, Croydon Grocer. Pet Sept 17. Oct 3at1. 
Brdbb Ausdafiers. satan 


Oct $at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Abraham, ae London. Pet Sept 14 (for 
pau). Roche, Oct 3 at 1. -st. 


e, Basinshal 
Keeble, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, f ‘petich. Adj Sept 14. Oct 3at 1. 
Mason, Wm Thos, Leybourne-rd, Camden-town, Licensed Victualler. 
t12, Oct3atll. Halse & Co, Cheapside. 
=, os, Walnut-tree-cottage, Hammersmith, out of business. 
wl 16, Oct 3 at 12, Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basing- 


Ranahili, Wm Tatlow, Ohurch-st, Greenwich, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
ght 17, = Pics Oct 3 at 1. Pook, Laurence Pountney-hill. 
ner for Debt, Springfield. Adj Sept 16. Oct 9 at 12. 
haber, . en Cardigan. 
at 


Gotts, john, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Sept 14 (for pan). 
Brougham, 


Prisoner for Debt, Adj Sept 13, Oct 9 


Edwd Ascher, London-wall, pear in Foreign Cigars, Pet Sept 
17. Oct9ati2, Murray, Gt St H 
Woolwich, oa Fitter. Pet Sept 16. Oct 


rook. 
Stood hill U Dyess Cupten, no business. Pet 
Sept 17, Oct 9 at I, Dobie, Basinghall-s 
bey gg Fredk, Maidstone, Kent,Comm Agent, Pet Sept17. Oct 3 
. Lincoln’s-inn- fields, 
wright, Hy, Lambs-ter, Hackney, Tailor. Pet Sept 16. Oct 3 at 12. 
Greaves, Essex-s ue 


untry. 
re Jouph 2 igual, Bi Sickerbead. Chester, Seedsman. Pet 
2at!2. Anderson, Birkenhead. 

sink. ja Lpool, Grocer. Pet Sept 17. Hime. Lpool, Oct 1 at 2.30. 

Rpm ednesteld, 8 Stafford, Hasp Manufact Pet Sep’ 
ppleby, Jas, asp Manufacturer, t 
a Brown. Wolverhampton, Sept 30 at 12. Cresswell, Wolver- 

ampton, 

Baines, Wm, Haydock, Lancaster, Collier. Sept 18. Nicholson. 
Warrington. Oct3 ati. Moore, Warringto: 

Barker, Jas, Hanley, Stafford, out of cmpioginent: Pet Sept 14. Chal- 
linor, Hanley, Oct 12 at 11. 

Billeau, Fras, Prisoner for Debt, Kingston-upon-Hull, Pet Aug 14. 
Lag eg yg at 12. 

Carse, David, Rock , Chester, Wine Merchant. Pet Sept 11. 
Lpool, Oct 4at 11. a Deane, Lpool. 
eg a, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Sept 14. Leeds, Oct 7 

Clegg, Richd, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Sept 14. Leeds, Oct 7 


odin, Thos, Birm. Pet Sept13, Guest. Birm, Oct 11 at10, Parry, 


Coward, ~ Kendal, Westmorland, Kendal. Pet Sept 12, Wilson. 
30 at il. Lig rey: 


Dermpert, ty Rowley Rog ar Pet Sept 16. Walker, Dud- 
, Oct $at 12, Lowe, Du 

Dickson, John, Cadoxton Lodge. nr Neath, Glamorgan, Railway Con- 

power Pet Sept 9. Wilde. Bristol, Oct2atil. Jones & Curtis, 


ne en | Rveroreedh, Butcher, Pet Sept 14. Lovell. Wells, Sept 
at li. 
Berth newieh Suffolk. Pet Sept 11. Newman, Had- 


Everett, Isaac, East 
leigh, Sept 30 at 3. 
Geo Farmer, Alex ion & John Brotherton, Stockton-on- 
Tees, Timber Merchants, Pet Sept 7. Gibson. Newcastle-upon- 
ne, Oct | at 11.30. Hodge & Harle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Gillings, Anne, & Sarah Ann Gibbins, Brighton, a, Milliners. 
Pet pt 14. Evershed. Brighton, Oct 4 at |1, ey 
G |, Master Mariner. Pet Sept 16, oemime. 


1. 
'y, Worcester, Confectioner. Pet Sept 18. 
Tudor. Birm, Oct 4 at 12. Whitehouse, Dudley 
Hocking, Kichd, Uny Lelant, nr Penzance, Cornwall, Travelling Tea 
Dealer. Pet Sept 13. Exeter, Oct 1 at 1. Bdyns, Penzance. 
—, Wm, Tavistock, Devon, Refreshment House-keeper. Pet Sept 
Tavistock, Sept 30 at 12, Cudlipp, Tavistock. 
King, Jove John, Swanbourne, Buckingham, Journeyman Wheel- 
= Pet eieages Hearn. Buckingham, Oct 1 at2. Shepherd, 
“Ter sop Sept i. ibaa 


Boonbeck, High Lorton, Cumberland, Farmer. 
Newcastle-upon: n-T: » Oct 2at 12, Hodge 
see gg tora 
Meee ten ur Cardiff, Glamo 
nae v7, ‘Wild, bis Bristol. Oct 2 at 11. “Abbot & 


lewsome, Chas, Coventry, Warwick, 
Sept 16, Tudor. Birm, det 4a 1. Jomee es “7 
Orman yf , Fisher, Beat Merchants. Pp 


Dene & 
Oberts, Da Ronghbille Stafford, Limestone Breaker. Pet Sept 
Rit, ‘brown. W iverhampton, Sept 30 at i2. Stratton, Wolver- 
Salt, J 


Overton, Chester, Dealer. Pet Sept 11. Nichole 
mag p OH ee ga m: oe 
Manch, Grocer. Pet Sept 17. » Manch, Oct & 
.30, Bent, Maneh, te Rd . 


Gibson. 
Brewer. Pet 


nard, Bristol. 
Manufacturer. Pet 
jirm. 


*" Lpool, Oct 





Kay’ 
Manch, 
Tudor. 
Young. 


Sutton, Amos Richd, Manch, Comm Agent. Pet Sept 17. 
Manch, Oct 8 at 9.30. Allen, Manch. 
Taylor, Hy, Salford, Lancaster, Cashier, Pet Sept 17. Macrae. 
t9ati2. Sale & Co, Manch. 
Nottingham, Luce Manufacturer. Pet Sept 16. 
atll. Enfield & Dowson, Nottingham. 
Thomson, Richd, Hastings, Sussex, Coachman, Pet Sept 16. 
singe Oct Bat 12 .30. Langham & Son, Hastings. 
wien, Donington, Lincoln, Cordwainer, Pet Sept 17. 
ding. Oct 1 at 9.30. Percival, Spalding. 
wien Chas, Shrewsbury, Salop, out of business. Pet Sept 14. Peele. 
vogormn yg O Oct 5at ll. Clarke, Shrewsbury. 
W obt, Dennington, York, out of business. Pet Sept 4. 
Leeds, Oct 2at12. Smith & Burdekin, Sheffield. 
TvEspay, Sept. 24, 1867, 
To Surrender in London. 
Bamberger, Joseph, Charterhouse-lane, Shoe Manufacturer. Pet S2pt 
12. Oct 10 atl. Satchell & Co, Queen-st, Cheapside. 
Blanchard, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 18 (for pan). 
Brougham. Oct 9at il. George, Fenchurch-st. 
ee oe ae. Oxford, Oilman. Pet Sept 18, Oct9 at Il. 


l-chambers. 
Cohen, Saml, Dublin, Boot Manufacturer. Pet Sept 14. Oct 10 at 11. 
- & Co, aldermanbury. 
lins, Alfred, leowerat, 3 Regent-st. Pet Sept 19. Oct 9at 1. Stocken 
, Leadenhall-st. 
Dennis, Hy, Beresford-st, Woolwich, Baker. Pet Sept 20, Oct 10 at 
11. Lewis, Wilmington-sq. 
Fleming, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 18 (for pan). 
Brougham. Oct9at 12, Spencer, Coleman-&t. 
Freaker, Hy, Robert-st, Brixton, Grocer, Pet Sept 19. Oct9 at |. 
Shearman, Little Tower-st. 
— Hebron, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj Sept 17. Oct 
at 12. 
Kent, Hy Robt, Chatham, Kent, Cab Driver. Pet Sept 19. Oct9 att. 
Pittman, Guildhall-chambers 
Marsden, John Wright, Aldermanbury, Merchant. Pet Sept 20. Roche. 
Oct 10 at 11. Dobie, Basinghall-st 
—! Hugh, Prisouer for Debt, Maidstone. Adj Sept 17. Oct 10 


Marton, John, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Sept 18 (for pau). Oct 
9atl2. Spencer, Coleman-st. 

Newby, Thos Gilbert, Stockwell-green, no eo aa Pet Sept 20. 
Pepys. Oct 10 at i, Woodbridge & Son, Clifford’ 

— Geo Bass, King-<6. ee Solicitor. Pet. = 14. Oct 10 

t 1. Treherne & Co, Aldermanbu 

pao Robt, Prisoner for Debt, ae. Pet Sept 20 (for pau). Roche. 
Oct 10 atil. Goatly, bone Covent-garden. 

Purches, Geo, Plaistow-rd, West Ham, out of business. Pet Sept 19. 
Oct 9 at 12. Holmes, Fenchurch-st. 

Revell, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Ipswich. Adj Sept 14. Oct 9 at 1. 

Scarnett, John, jun, Horsham, Norfolk, Blacksmith. Pet Sept 12. Oct 
10 at 12. Sadd, Norw 

Sello, Edwd Archer, Soaks Wall, Dealer in Foreign Cigars. Pet Sept 
17. Oct 10 at 1. Murray, Gt St Helen’s. 

Street, Richd, Paris-st, Palace-rd, Lambeth, Surveying Instrument 
Maker. Pet Sept 18. Pepys. Oct 9at12. Olive, Portsmouth-st. 


Bonner. 


Pittman, 


“Unde derwood, Geo, Berwick-st, Soho, out of business, Pet Sept 18. 


Oct9at12. Watson, Cannon-st. 

White, Geo Benj, Woolston, Southampton, Wine and Spirit Merchant. 
Pet Sept 19. Oct9atl. Stocken & Jupp, Leadenhall-st. 

Wright, Wm, Lisbon-st, Cambridge-rd, Mile-end, Butcher. Pet Sept 
20, Oct 10 at 12, Waring, Bishepsgate-st Without. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Abbott, Richd Baker, Garston, Lancaster, Pattern oan Pet Sept 
19. Hime. Lpool, Oct 7 at 3. Blackhurst, L 

Allen, Wm, & Jas Allen, Prince’s End, Staffoi bined Pet 
Sept20. Tudor. Birm, Oct 4 at 12. Watson & Topham, West- 
bromwich. 

Bird, ry Middlesborough, York, Innkeeper. Pet Sept 20. Leeds, 
Oct 7 at il. Bainbridge, Middlesborough. 

Carney, Catherine, aes Dealer in Poultry. Pet Sept 20. Lpool, 
Oct 8 at 3. Smith, L; 

Carpenter, Edgar Thos, Birm, Accountant. Pet Sept 17 (for pan). 
Guest. Warwick, Oct 11 at 10. 

“yr John, Crosshills, York, Plumber. Pet Sept 16. Carr, Skipton, 

Oct 3at2. Heelis, Skipton. 

Gon. Richd, Manch, Comm Agent. Pet Sept 13. Macrae. Manch, 
Oct 15 at 12. —T Manch. 

Collins, Josiah Hy, Leeds, Boot Dealer. Pet Sept 23. Leeds, Oct 7 at 
ll, Cariss & Tempest, Leeds. 

Coo, Wm, Leeds, Jo ot Pet Sept 18. Marshall, Leeds, Oct 10 at 


. Rooke, \e 
Dawson, Joseph, bing meen York, ee. F Pet ay 19. Cole- 
oe mgr Rae ¥ il. ——— ntefract. Adj Sept 13 
Ss, » Redditch, Worcester, ouse tr. pt 13. 
Drowning. "Redditch, Oct il atll. Simmons, wrenditct 
Elliott, Joseph Fredk, Roundham Paignton, Devon, Accountant. Pet 
Sept 19. Bryett. Totnes, Oct 5 at 12. Michelmore, Newton Abbot. 
Fletcher, John Saml, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Pet Sept 14. 
Macrae. Manch, Oct 7 at 12, Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch. 
Flower, Wm Bamboro ugh, Prisoner for Debt, Lewes. Pet Sept 11 
(for pau). Blaker. teoen, Oct 9 at 11. Ray a Lewes, 
Frankland, Jas, Darlington, Watchman. Pet Sept 
20. Bowes. ‘Darlington, Oct 5 at 10, inson, Darlington. 
Gunton, Wm, ster, Bristol, Master Mariner. Pet Sept 16, 
Wilde. Brigtol, Oct 4at 11. Walters & Gush, Basinghall-st. 
Hogg, , Waiter, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, out of business. Pet Se 
yton. bag er Oct 9at10. Clayton, Newcastle-upon- 
Hooper, John Edmond, Prisoner ae a a Adj Aug 21 
(for pau). Blake. Newport, Oct 3at 
eo are, oe Prisoner for Devt, ‘Lpeol. Adj Sept 18. Hime. 
tY at 3. 
Pm wm , Robt, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 
19. Annie Masi, Gt Yarmouth, Oct 3 at Ce Gt Tice tens 
om 4 Ani aria, Aberystwith, Cardigan, ‘eeper, Sept 
6. , Bristol, Oot ¢at ll, Atwood, Aberyswith. 





1062 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Sept. 28, 1867, 








Knott, Robt, Middlesbrough, York, Joiner. Pet Sept 13. Crosby. 
Stockton-on-Tees, Oct 2 at 11. Dobson, Middlesbrough, 

Leach, Enoch, St Helen’s, Lancaster, Painter. Pet Sept 13. Ansdell. 
St Helen’ 8, Oct 8 at 11. Haddock, St Helen’s. 

Levenstein, Julius Hugo, Prisoner ‘for Debt, Lewes. Pet Sept 17 
(forpau). Blaker. Lewes, Oct 9 at ll. oy Piccadilly. 

Liddle, Wm, Middlesbreugh, York, Joiner. t Sept 19. 
Stockton-on-Tees, Oct 9 at 11. Dobson, Middlesbroug: h, 

Marshall, Wm, Brighton, Tailor. Pet Sept 18,9 Evershed, Brighton, 
Oct 8 at ll. Runnacles, Brighton. 

McMillan, Ellen, Monks, Coppenhall, Chester. Rober. Pet Sept 17. 
Brougham. Crewe, Oct 10 at 11. Cooks, Cre 

Merritt, Robt, Chapmansiade, Wilts, Baker. Pet Sept 17. Fussell, War- 
minster, Oct 5at1. Dunn, Frome. 

Meuse, Hy, fon Wanotier, Bootmaker. Pet Sept 19. Tudor. 
Birm, Oct 4at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

— = feecl, Joiner, Pet Sept 2i. Lpool, Oct 4atll. Best, 


Nor ary, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Sept 14, Leeds, Oct 11 
Oakley, Wm, Brill, Bucks, Grocer, Pet SeptJ8, Holloway. Thame, 

Oct 8 atl. Jones, Ayles 
Macrae, Manch, 


bury. 
Geo, Manch, Merchant. Pet Sept 11. 
Parfitt, Jas, Ebbw Vale, Monmouth, Grocer. Pet Sept 13. Wilde, Bris- 


Y ceca. 


Heywood, Manch. 

tol, Oct 4at 11. Lloyd, 

Porter, Io rer for Debt, Springfield, Adj Sept 16. Harris. Hal- 

Price, Jas, Dudley, Worcester, Tailor. Pet Sept 19. Walker. Dudley, 
Oct 10 at 12. we, Dudley. 

Radcliffe, Major, Manch, Comm Agent. Pet Sept2l. Macrae. Manch, 
Oct 21 at 12, Storer, Manch. 

Rayward, A Warden, New Shoreham, Sussex, Licensed Vic- 
tualler. Pet Sept 18. Evershed. Brighton, Oct . ‘at ll, Runna- 
cles, Brighton. 

— Robt, Tranmere, Chester, Joiner. Pet Sept 21. Wason, 

irkenhead, Oct 11 at 2. Downham, Birkenhead. 

Pe we Wm, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Sept 19. Tudor. Birm, Oct 4 at 12. Riley, Wolverhampton. 

Squires, John, Appledore, Devon, Coal Dealer. Pet Sept 19. Exeter, 
Oct 4at 12. Clarke, Exeter. 

Stansfield, Sam), Bradford, York, Spinner. Pet Sept 20. Leeds, Oct 
Tatil. Terry & Co, Bradford. 

Stubbs, Fras Arthur, Stratford-on-Avon, Warwick. Pet Sept 21 (for 
pau). Todor. Birm, Oct 11 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Tarley, Edwd, Hoo Brook, Worcester. Beerseller. Pet Sept 20. Tal- 
wos Kidderminster, Oct 5atil. Batham, Kidderminster. 

ite, Edmd, West Derby, nr Lpool, Dealerin Wines. Pet Sept 4. 
witme. Lpool, Oct 4 at 3. Cobb, Lpool. 

Wicks, Sami, jun, Birm, Milliner. Pet Sept 20. Guest. Birm, Oct 11 
at 16. Hemmant, Birm. 

Wright, Taos Wm, Biack-hill, 1, Durham, out of business. Pet Sept 19. 
Booth. Shotley Bridge, Oct 4 at 10, Salkeld, Durham. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fzrpay, Sept. 20, 1867. 

Claridge, Wm Jas, & Burrell Moore, Goswell-rd, Milliners. Sept 20. 
arshall, Wm, Kingsten-upon-Hull, Bricklayer. Sept ll. 

Tyson, Wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Builder. Sept 11. 

Torspay, Sept. 24, 1867. 

Berry, Hy, Southmalling, Sussex, Painter. Sept 17. 








SOCIETY 


(jana LIFE ASSURANCE 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 
SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 


for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
terests, or other adequate securities. 
Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 


form :— 
Puvrosat ror Loan om Montcaces. 


Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor’ 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (1. ¢., whether for a term certain, or by 
annual or other ) 

Becurity (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land vr build- 
ngs, state the net annual income) 

State what atid (if any) {s proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 





LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 38.64. ; roe ee ditto, #s. 64., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 148. 64 , to 508.; Fire Irons, 2s, 64. to 20s. Patent 


Dish Covers, with handles to take of, eri set of six. Table Knives and, 


Forks, ts. per down. 7s. 64, Tea-trays, 
is, 64, setof three; elegant om “Stocks ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
nag ~ gene knob, 5s.64.; Coal Scuttiles, 64, A set of Kitchen Uten- 

‘or cottage, £3, Black's Cutlery has been celeprated for 50 years. 
Ivory Table Knives, i4a., i6s., and és, per dozen, White Bone Knives 
on pbs. Od. and 126.5 "Black Horn ditto, 6, and 10s, All war- 


As the limite of an yoo ya will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
Chasers are requested to for their Catalogue, with 260 drawings, an 4 
prices of Wiectro-Viate, Gare Table Cutlery, Furnishing lronmon- 

nat ps had gratis or post free, Every article marked in plain 
Sores at the same iow prices for whieh their establishment has beeu 
a for neariy 66 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage (re 
yar 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDON, 


Oyyosite bomerset House, 








R. ROBINS, of 5, Waterloo-place, Pall Mall, 

Auctioneer, Surveyor, he » respectfully gives notice that his 

LIST of PROPERTY for SALE, including every class of investment, 

some specially eligible, will be ‘forwarded post-free on application ag 

above. Money required on Mortgage, in sums of various amount, dy 
good securities. 


MESSBS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 

SEPTEMBER LIST of ESTATES and|HOUSES, including landeq 
estates, town and country residences, hunting and shooting q 
farms, ground-rents, rent-charges, house property, and investments geno. 
rally, may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, K, C., 
or by post for one stamp. Particulars for insertion in ‘the October List 
must be received by the 28th September at latest. 








Periodical Sales (established 1843), appointed to take place the first 
Thursday in every month, of Absolute and Contingent Reversions to 
Funded and other Property, Life Interests, Annuities, Policies of Assy. 
rance, Advowsons, Next Presentations, Manorial Rights, Rent Charges, 
Post Obit Bonds, Debentures, Shares in Docks, Canals, Mines, Railways, 
ga Companies, and other public undertakings for the ensuing 


ME MARSH begs to announce that his PERIODI. 

CAL SALES (established in 1843), for the disposal of every de. 

scription of the above-mentioned PROPERTY, take place on the first 

Thursday in each month throughout the ensuing year, at the Guildhall 
-house, Gresham- street :— 


October 3, | November 7. | December 5, 


Notices of sales intended to be effected by the above means should be 
forwarded to Mr, Marsh at least a fortnight antecedent to the above 
dates.—45, Cannon-street, E.C. 





TO SOLICITORS, 
Now publishing, 


HE SOLICITOR’S REGISTER OF MORT. 
GAGES, and THE SOLICITOR'S REGISTER OF INTERESTS, 
- The Register of Mortgages is arranged to show the particulars of Mort. 
gages, viz., names of Mortgagee and Mortgagor, date. of Mortgage, 
amount, premises held in security, and all necessary information, 
Price 30s. 

The Register of Interests is provided with a permanent Diary, as well 
as an aiphabetical Index, so as to exhibit at a glance what payments are 
due on any day throughout the year, and by and to whom owing, amount, 
and all ad particulars, without reference to other Books or original 


* Entered at Stationers’ Hall, and sold by 
SWINDEN & HODGES, Law Stationers, Liverpool. 
AND ALEXANDER 


Y ATES 
PRINTERS, 


7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, £.C., 
Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 
Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms, 
Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and al 
General Printing. 








ILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS 
FOR CASH, 4s. 6d. PER PAGE, 
A Lower Charge than has hitherto been offered by the Trade, 
Pricg iF pur To Account, 
10 Copies. 20 Coples, 30 Copies, 
8 PAZCS.....000 £2 28. 08, £2 38, Gd. £2 4s, 6d, 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, 


50 Coples. 
£2 6s. Gd, 





LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
K ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern, Thread, King's. 
24.464 £8646 2664. £4.64 
epee al sai coors 110 Oandt 18 0 280 3098 
Dessert ditto .secssosccee | 0 Oand! 10 0 115 0 
able tpoant': 110 Oandl I* 0 980 
Dessert ditto ... 1 0 Oandi lo 0 115 ; 
Tea Spoo DB cecccsccscccee, O12 OundOl O 8 

trery Article forthe Table asin Silver, A Sample Teo Spoon for- 

warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, m, aca LONDON, 


B. ry MAYER, 
MAYENCE-ON-THE-RHINE, 
PURVEYOR OF WINES TO HER MAJESTY. 


TILL & SPARKLING HOCKS & MOSELLES, 
KD of the very finest qualities, supplied, duty free and carriage ns 
to all parts of the United Kingdom, at moderate charges, Price 
presented on application. 
ocean —— to be addressed either 4 direct * p J, MAYER 
on-Khine; 10 Mens, PICKFORD & Co,, E. oh or 
MACLEAN & WOOLLEY, 63, Lower Thamen-stroct, 


eeeeeeneeee 








